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Current Topics. 
**The End of the War.’’ 

THE RATIFICATION of the Treaty of Peace with Germany 
appears to have been treated in some quarters as fixing the end 
of the war, with the conclusion of peace, for the purpose of 
contracts which depend on these events. But, of course, this 
isnotso. The uncertainty attending the definite ending of the 
war led to the passing of the Termination of the Present War 
(Definition) Act, 1918, by which it was provided that the date 
should be fixed by Order in Council, and should be “‘ as nearly 
as may be the date of the exchange or deposit of ratifications of 
the treaty or treaties of peace.’’ At present only the treaty 
with Germany has been ratified; the treaties with Austria- 
Hungary and Bulgaria have still to be ratified, while the treaty 
with Turkey has not yet been presented. Thus of the alterna- 
tives, ‘‘ treaty or treaties of peace,’’ the second seems to be the 
appropriate one. The war will be concluded not by a treaty, 
but by treaties of peace, and it is not till the last treaty has been 
ratified that the date*for the conclusion of the war can be 
fixed. This appears to be the official view, for it waa stated in 
the Times of Wednesday that the Government had been 
‘legally advised that. the statutory date of the end of the war 
is that on which the Peace Treaty with the last of the enemy 
Powers comes into operation,’’ though the statement is other- 
wise incorrect, since the statutory date is not that of the last 
treaty becoming effective, but the date, as near thereto as pos- 
sible, to be fixed by Order in Council 


The Status of the Law Officers 

SoME INTERESTING discussion on the position of the law 
officers in respect of advice given to the Cabinet has taken place 
in the columns of the T:mes. As usual, that indefatigable 
excavator in the buried cities of constitutional learning, Mr. 
Swirr MacNetrtu. has contributed to the elucidation of the 
question. He draws attention to American analogies. — But 
we question the value of such comparisons in this particular 
field For the English law officers are a class sui generis; no 
counterpart to them exists anvwhere else in the civilized 
world. In Scotland. for example the Lord Advocate—the 
nearest analogue of the Attorney-General—is the chief legal 
official of that kingdom : he possesses all the functions exercised 
by the Lord Chancellor in England He is. in theory at least, 
a member of the Court of Session [Supreme Court of Judicature 
in Scotland], which consists of the Lord President, Lord 
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Justice-Clerk, Lord Advocate, and the eleven Lords Ordinary. 
He is, in theory, the Minister of Justice, and was so until the 
creation of a Secretary of State for Scotland a generation ago 
relieved him of many of his executive and administrative 
functions. On the other hand, unlike our Attorney-General, 
he is not the head of the Bar. The Advocates jealously pre- 
serve their independence of the Crown and the Cabinet by 
electing their own disciplinary head, the Dean of Faculty. 
A similar system prevails in France and all Latin countries. 
Germany, on the other hand, is—or in pre-revolutionary days 
was—a more bureaucratic country ; her judges and law officers 
alike were permanent members of a civil service, not practising 
lawyers. This system seems passing strange to Englishmen ; 
but, in fact, it exists in our own Crown Colonies. In the legal 
branch of the Colonial Civil Service a lawyer, once selected for 
an appointment, may be transferred indifferently to judicial 
work, law-officers’ work, or even to office employment in the 
Crown Office of the Colony. And in the Indian Civil Service, 
of course, in the lower ranks no distinction beween its executive 
and the judicial officer exists. 


The System in the United States. 

In tHe United States the system is quite different either 
from the British or the Latin, continental, or the German 
system. America has no Lord Chancellor. The supreme head 
of the judicature is, of course, the Chief Justice, and the 
Supreme Court has an important place of independence in the 
Constitution. The Attorney-General, as in England, is an 
executive official nominated by the President, who selects a 
practising barrister or attorney (the professions are one in the 
States). But the Executive is independent of the Legislature; 
the President and his Cabinet of five and all the lesser 
Ministers stay in office for their term of four years whether or 
not they have a majority in the Legislature. The result is 
that the Attorney-General tends to become, not so much a party 
official, still less a national official, as the henchman and fol- 
lower of the President for the time being. His task is to find 
legal ways and means of carrying out the President’s policy, 
of fighting the President’s enemies, of maintaining the Pre- 
sident’s authority and influence. Nevertheless, he is an officer 
of great dignity, and his opinions on constitutional matters 
carry great weight. But in the States constitutional disputes 
can easily be settled in the courts, and usually are so settled ; 
so that the opinion of the law officers are not of such weight 
as in England. 


The Hierarchy of Legal Officials in the States. 

Ir must be remembered, too, that the English Attorney- 
General shares with his Solicitor-General the whole responsi- 
bility of controlling legal proveedings affecting the Crown 
throughout England, whereas no such powers are exercised in 
practice by his American brother. There is a whole hierarchy 
of subordinate legal officers in the States. To begin with, in 
addition to a Solicitor-General, the Attorney-General js helped 
by a large number of Assistant Attorney-Generals appointed 
by himself. The ablest lawyers of the day covet these posts. 
They have no English equivalent, but in Scotland the Lord 
Advocate divides up his Crown prosecutions and briefs among 
four Advocate-Deputes, who correspond to the American 
Assistant-Attorneys. Mr. Beck, whose admirable statement 
of the Allied Cause against the Central Powers, published in 
a pamphlet called ‘‘ The Evidence in the Case,’’ did much to 
convert neutral America to our side in the war, was, under 
the last Republican Ministry, an Assistant Attorney-General. 
Again, the whole of the Federal Courts are grouped in nine 
large districts, each of which has a separate law officer known 
as the ‘‘ Federal District Attorney.’’ New York, New Jersey, 
Rhode Island and Connecticut together make up one of those 
nine districts; so it will be seen that the District-Attorney’s 
appointment is no sinecure. Again, each of the forty-eight 
separate states has its Attorney-General, just as it has its 
Governor, Lieutenant-Governor, and Chief Justice. Finally, 
each State is divided up into State-Districts for judicial (and 
some administrative) purposes, and each of these numerous 





State-Districts has its own State-District Attorney. All 
these law officers, the Attorney and Solicitor General, 
the Assistant Attorneys, the Federal District’ Attorneys, 
and the State District Attorneys, are salaried officials, 
who have to abandon private professional practice during 
their term of office. They are political appointments, 
and are vacated when the party, or, rather, the Presi- 
dent, of whom the official is an adherent, goes out of 
office. Obviously, when the work of our law officers is divided 
amongst more than one hundred lesser law officers, as it is in 
the States, the position of an Attorney-General is very 
different. 


American and English Attorney-Generals. 

As a matter of fact, this difference shews itself in a very 
marked way. In England an attorney is primarily counsel 
appearing for the Crown in court; his administrative and 
advisory functions are out of sight. But in the States the 
Attorney-General is essentially the denizen of an office; he is 
a legal adviser rather than a court-advocate, although he does 
occasionally appear for the United States in important cases. 
The older English practice, which many people consider to have 
made for the independence of the law officers—namely, their 
retention of private practice—which disappeared in 1892— 
never could have been possible in America. In fact, if our in- 
formation is right, the American Attorney-General never has 
been paid by fees, but only by salary, an important distinction. 
Our system of mixed salary and fees emphasizes the fact that 
the law officers are practising barristers, and not mere executive 
officials. 


Repairs and the Property Tax. 

Some CORRESPONDENCE has taken place in the columns of 
the Times as to the propriety of the course followed by the 
Inland Revenue officials in deducting only one-sixth from the 
gross value of house property in arriving at the net value and 
rental on which the tax is assessed. Repairs, of course, now 
cost much more than one-sixth of the rent; very often they 
cost nearly one-half. But, as Sir Harry Potanp points out 
in a letter to the Times, in the metropolis the officials have no 
option in the matter. The case is entirely governed by the 
Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 67). 
The valuation lists made under that Act by the assessment 
committees which contain the gross and rateable value of house 
property are binding on the Inland Revenue. In charging 
the house duty they are bound to charge the occupier on the 
gross value, and in charging the property tax (that is the 
Income-tax, Schedule A) they are bound to charge the occupier 
on the rateable value. The assessment committee cannot 
deduct for repairs, &c., from the gross value more than one- 
sixth to arrive at the rateable value. Section 52 is as 
follows :— 

The percentage of rate deductions to be made from the gross 
value in calculating the rateable value for the purposes of this 
Act shall not exceed the amounts in the third schedule to this Act. 

The third schedule to the Act, class 3, shews clearly that the 
‘‘ maximum rate of deduction is per cent. 16 2-3, or 1-6th.”’ 
In order to enable the rating authorities to allow a greater 
deduction than one-sixth, which Sir Harry Po.anp points out 
as ‘‘ wholly inadequate,’’ it will be necessary that the Act regu- 
lating this subject should be amended. 


New Companies Registered last Semester. 


Messrs. Jorpan & Company have now issued their annual 
review of the new companies registered in the second 
half of 1919. The companies are categorised in this review 
in a number of descriptive clauses commencing with ‘ air ” 
and ending with ‘‘ undertaker.’’ There are thirteen of the 
former and two of the latter. In all 4,810 new private ecom- 
panies, with a capital of over £122,000,000 were formed, and 
604 public companies, with a capital of over £130,000,000. 
London is the venue of registration of 5,414 of these com- 
panies, as against 451 in Edinburgh and Dublin. Messrs. 
JORDAN give two useful tables, the first of which enumerates 
the classes, with the number of companies and the 
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total capital in each ; the second discusses in more detail those 

companies which have a capital exceeding one million pounds 

sterling. 

Public and Private Companies: Comparative 
Numbers. 

Ir 1s safe to say that in number of companies and amount 
of capital the past year will have outstripped all its pre- 
decessors. The registrations in the United Kingdom for the 
second half of the year numbered nearly six thousand, with a 
capital of about £260,000,000. This huge total is contributed 
to in nearly equal volume by public companies (£135,000,000) 
and private (£125,000,000). Taken in classes, Textiles and 
Clothing represent thirty millions—a not surprising total in 
view of the fact that most fabrics now sell at four times their 
pre-war prices—Mines twenty-four millions, Shipping over 
twenty-two millions, Banks and Finance nearly twenty-two, 
and Oil over twenty millions. Motors figure for over eighteen 
millions, Carriers for nearly five millions and Engineers for 
thirteen millions. Food requires fourteen millions, while 
Drink is satisfied with less than two. Insurance accounts for 
nearly ten millions, Kinemas for over six. In contrast to these 
considerable figures, our educationists may feel disappointed 
that Schools can shew but a paltry £66,500, while Sports 
attract £575,000. Music does not play a prominent part in 
London, while in Edinburgh and Dublin it does not play at 
all. Patent Remedies, too, find no place in the latter capitals, 
while in London they do not appear to be in great request. 
Aircraft do not yet seem to have attained popularity with the 
company promoter, and Undertakers and Cemeteries remain 
unattractive. 


Striking Contrasts in Capital. 


Messrs. JoRDAN go on to point out some interesting con- 
trasts in the amounts of capital subscribed for different 
objects. Take the following.—Barnatro BroTHEeRs was 
registered in November with a capital of £5,000,000, 
to carry on business as bankers, capitalists and finan- 
ciers, and in the same month the J. J. Trust was regis- 
tered with a capital of £100, also to carry on business as 
bankers and financiers. In October a film company was 
registered with a capital of £10. The number of companies 
formed with a capital of a million and upwards is unprece- 
dentedly large. Harper Bean (Limrrep) has a capital of six 
millions; there are:three of five millions and two of four 
millions. In all, no less than forty-eight companies with an 
aggregate capital of £90,000,000, make a goodly show. In 
the last complete year before the war (1913) there were but 
twenty-one companies registered with a capital of over a 
million each. It may be noted that in the same year there 
were 7,425 registrations in the United Kingdom with a total 
capital of £157,151,900, as compared with 5,865 registrations 
with a total capital of £265,000,000 for the past six months. 
In 1913 the average capital was just over £21,000. In 1919 
the average is well over £45,000. 


Causes of the Boom. 

In THE opinion of Messrs. Jorpan the following causes 
explain the boom. Amongst the causes that have brought 
about this boom the depreciation in the value of the sovereign 
has doubtless been a potent force. Business operations of all 
kinds involve a higher nominal expenditure; assets, in the 
form of real and chattel property, are priced at a higher 
figure, and rents of business premises have swollen. These 
considerations are bound to affect the amount of capital 
required to acquire or create and to work a business. A 
pleasing sign of the times is manifested in the various schemes 
of profit-sharing and labour co-partnership formulated by 
several of the new companies. All these are doubtless designed 
to ease the friction that too often arises between employer and 
employee and to give the latter an added interest in their 
common enterprise. 


The Estate Market for 1919. 


Messrs. Hampron & Sons present each year a valuable 
In their 


report on the estate market for the preceding year. 





report for 1919 they pointed out that the inquiries during 
the last weeks of that year pointed to a considerable demand 
for the year to come, but they certainly did not anticipate the 
extraordinary business that has passed through their hands 
during the past twelve months. Their total realisations exceed 
by some millions sterling that of any previous year. So far 
as their experience goes there is no abatement in the demand ; 
they are selling almost as much property now as they were in 
the height of the season, and they are looking forward to 
another year of exceptionally heavy realisations. In their 
report for last year they were able to announce a very 
gratifying result in the sale of residential estates, and ex- 
pressed the opinion that the demand in 1919 would be con- 
siderably increased ; this has proved to be fully justified, and 
a feature of 1919 has undoubtedly been the large number of 
sales of country houses with several hundred acres, and the 
prices have been distinctly on the up grade, while for the house 
of medium size, with a home farm from 100 to 200 acres, the 
demand has been phenomenal. Places of this character are 
selling at prices very substantially in excess of what were 
obtainable before the war. Farms have continued to find a 
ready sale, and prices have certainly been maintained. We 
notice also a considerably improved demand for good sporting 
estates. 


The Report of the Land Transfer 


Committee. 
II. 


Ix our last article we gave a very short summary of the de- 
velopment of real property law from feudal times to the 
present day. We appended to this a summary of the recom- 
mendations for the reform of the law made by Mr. UNDERHILL 
and adopted by the Committee. Our object in placing these 
two summaries together was to enable some idea to be formed 
how far the proposed changes will do away with a system of 
law which is charged with being ‘‘ cumbrous, archaic and ex- 
pensive.’’ We should point out, however, that Mr. UNpER- 
HILL does not pretend that he is attempting a clean sweep of 
the existing law and the substitution of a new system, 
‘‘ That,’’ he says, ‘‘ is a counsel of perfection, but quite im- 
practicable. It would require an elaborate code of new law, 
every detail of which would be criticised, and perhaps opposed, 
and certainly misunderstood by lay minds, in its passage 
Even the most powerful Ministry would 
It may be 





through Parliament. 
despair of getting such a Bill passed into law.”’ 
so, and yet we are not without experience of how a powerful 
Ministry can get even the most unpromising Bill through Par- 
liament. We incline to think that if anyone of Mr. UnpER- 
HILL’s standing came forward with a really good scheme for 
recasting the law of real property to meet modern requirements 
he would ¢+ave considerable support, and if he could get the 
House of Lords—which at the present time seems, in point of 
influence, to be the leading branch of the Legislature—on his 
side, his scheme might well go through. 

But that is not the present proposal. Mr. Unperuitt in- 
dicated by the title of his pamphlet—‘‘ The Line of Least Re- 
sistance ’’—that he is looking at what can be done without 
any great effort rather than at the perfection of the thing 
when done. By certain drastic changes he hopes to get rid 
of the worst consequences of the present system without effect- 
ing a fundamental change of the system itself. L’rimd facie, 
this looks like a further experiment in tinkering the law—a 
process which has gone on for some eighty years, and has largely 
counterbalanced, by new complications, the simplifications 
which in some parts have undoubtedly been effected. But it 
is quite possible that tinkering on a large scale may be effective 
where tinkering on a small scale has only made confusion worse 
confounded 
Let us, then, look briefly at the suggested changes as we 
outlined them last: week :— 





(a) The disappearance of copyholds no one but the anti- 


quarian will regret. Subject to compensation to the lords and 
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stewards—for which provision is made in Mr. Cuerry’s Bill— 
they clearly ought to be abolished. This form of tenure has 
long ceased to serve any useful purpose. ‘‘ Copyhold tenure,’’ 
says Mr. UNDERHILL, “‘ is the last shadow of the feudal system. 
It is entirely and hopelessly out of date, an irritating nuisance, 
and ought to be destroyed without benefit of clergy.’’ And this 
proposal cannot be charged as a tinkering of the law. It is 
all m the way of natural development. It is the acceleration 
of the process of enfranchisement which, if left to itself, would, 
more or less, have the same result. Thus the copyhold system, 
and with it other customary tenures, disappear, and we are 
left with freehold and leasehold tenure alone. 

The next question is what to do with freehold estates. 
Already a considerable advance in the way of putting them 
on the same footing as long leasehold estates, or chattels real, 
has been made in Part I. of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. 
In the first. instance, they devolve upon death on the personal 
representatives, and for the purposes of administration they 
are treated as personal estate. It is only when the estate is 
cleared of liabilities that the freehold nature revives, and the 
land goes to the devisee or heir-at-law. Mr. Unperuiii's 
proposal is to carry the assimilation of real estate to chattels 
real a great deal further, and, as we understand it, to give 
them all the legal incidents of chattels real, save only that the 
estate will continue in perpetuity and not for a term of years. 
This, he says, ‘‘ would do away, uno flatu, with all the com- 
plexities and anomalies of the existing law of freeholds and 
copyholds ; would abolish tenure and seisin and other dry bones 
of feudalism ; would render obsolete the existing equitable rules 
as to conversion as between heirs and next of kn: would sim- 
plify the administration of assets on death ; and would, at all 
events, unify the law of land; and (except in some few 
particulars depending on the inherent difference between land 
(which is immovable) and chattels (which are movable) would 
assimilate the law of property in land to the law of property 
in pure personal estate.’’ 

No doubt, for practical purposes, these results would follow 
Freehold land would cease to be held of a superior lord—almost 
universally the Crown—and the only real incident of the tenure 
—escheat—would be replaced by the doctrine of bona vacantia. 
The modern technical use of the term ‘‘ seisin’’ would dis- 
appear, and a man would be “‘ possessed ’’ of his freehold 
as well as of his leasehold estate. Of course, as we have already 
pointed out, the proposal to retain the term ‘‘ freehold estate ”’ 
in fee simple is open to objection, for this virtually implies 
the retention of the system of freehold tenure. But the idea 
of a holding under the Crown or other lord goes; the land 
becomes allodiel land; and the estate of the owner is properly 
called dominium or an equivalent term. Upon an intestacy 
freehold land would devolve as personal estate, and the ex- 
tensive branch of equity which deals with conversion and re- 
conversion would become obsolete. It can hardly be disputed 
that the facile device of depriving freehold estates of all their 
own attributes, and investing them with the attributes of 
leasehold estate, would introduce into the law a uniformity 
which it does not now possess. Moreover, leaseholds have already 
shewn their influence over freehold estates in introducing the 
action of ejectment, which, as we pointed out last week, became 
by legal fictions applicable also to freeholds. And it may be 
said that the present proposal is no more than a repetition 
of the same process. In effect, it is that freehold estates shall 
no longer be such, but shall for all practical purposes be lease- 
hold estates—leaseholds with the term to infinity. 

It is quite possible, however, that while the law will gain 
something in uniformity, its real complications will be un- 
diminished, or even increased. It is easy to say that freehold 
estates shall have all the incidents of leasehold estates, but it 
is a mere device. The freehold estate remains, and it will be 
a matter for expert investigation what is the effect of this 
‘*see-charge’’ which it suffers. We doubt whether the 
student of the future will find that his labours have been 
materially diminished. Freehold and leasehold estates will 


each have to be the subject of separate study, and then the 
incidents of leasehold estates will have to be attributed to free- 


text-book writers will deal with the quite anomalous situation 
which will arise. It may be that this is the best that can be 
done, and that leading conveyancers of the present day are 
willing to have their names associated with make-believe legis- 
lation of this kind. Mr. Unpernitt defends himself by a 
reference to summer time, and argues that his plan for the 
reform of real property law is no worse than the illusion 
‘that it is noontide on a summer’s day when the sun still 
bears 15 degrees East of South.’’ But the utilitarian plan of 
putting the clock forward or backward an hour in order to 
suit the general convenience is hardly a matter to be compared 
with the scientific treatment of so important a branch of juris- 
prudence as the law of real property. Possibly a better way 
would be to inquire what are the particular doctrines of the 
law which are regared as causing trouble and expense. No 
doubt one is that the law of intestate succ@ssion is different 
in real and in personal property. That, if Parliament had 
chosen, could have been put right long ago, and can be put 
right now; but for this it is not essential to deprive freehold 
estates of all attributes of their own, and catalogue them as 
leasehold estates. But this is only one point of Mr. UNprEr- 
HILL’s proposals, and no doubt must be taken in connection 
with the rest. 
(To be continued.) 








The Statement of Rates Act, 1919, 
Il.—Rates Payable by the Occupier 


In our last article we said that the provisions of the Statement 
of ‘Rates Act, 1919, only apply where rates are ‘‘ paid or pay- 
able under any statutory enactment by the owner instead of 
the occupier (lbidem, section 1 (1)). We gave our 
reasons for considering that this does not apply to the very 
common case in which, by a purely voluntary bargain between 
landlord and tenant, the landlord charges an inclusive rental, 
covering rack rent, repairs, rates and the provision of other 
facilities. It only applies in the limited number of cases where, 
either of their own motion or after an agreement with the 
owner in the form prescribed by statute, the rating authority 
puts the owner’s name on the rate-book and levies on him 
an agreed amount of rate. This is done, as we said, in the case 
of the Poor Rate by the Guardians under the Poor Rate 
Assessment Act, 1869, in the case of small tenements, and it is 
also done by the urban sanitary authority in urban districts 
in the case of the general district rate under the Public Health 
Act of 1875. Some less common cases, where a statutory 
enactment fixes liability on the owner, we also enumerated and 
briefly discussed. 

But in so doing we took for granted the meaning of the term 
‘ rates,’’ which seems most reasonable. The statute, however, 
does not define ‘‘ rates.’’ Incredible as it may seem, it does 
not even indicate in express terms that the ‘‘ rates ’’ to which 
it refers are those of local authorities alone. It is therefore 
interesting to consider briefly how on construction of the 
statute one arrives at the limited view—which, we think, is un- 
doubted—that rates levied by a local authority, or by some 
statutory undertaker empowered to levy a rate on occupiers, 
are contemplated by the statute. To do tliis involves an analy- 
sis of its terms. In the first place, we have to consider the 
usual and natural meaning of the term “ rates,’’ which is not 
a term of art. Then we have to note such expressions in the 
statute as seem to guide in construing the terms. Lastly, we 
may consider also its meaning in some other statutes consimilis 
generis to the present. V’rimd facie, and, apart from statutory 
definition in any particular enactment, the meaning of ‘‘ rate’ 
is an ‘‘ impost usually for current and recurrent expenditure 
spread over a district, and is distinct from an amount payable 
for work done upon or in respect of particular premises 
(Stroud’s Practical Dictionary, 2nd edition, Vol. I1I., 1651), 
based on remarks of Brett, L.J., in Budd v. Marshall 6 
C. P. D. 481). This, it will be seen, does not necessarily restrict 
the imposition of a rate to a local authority ; various statutory 





hold estates. But we need not anticipate the manner in which 


undertakings have power to levy a rate on a district, e.g., water 
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authorities. But it is possible to argue that only local authori- 
ties charge a rate in respect of ‘‘current and recurrent 
expenditure ’’ ; water authorities charge a rate for the value of 
a service rendered. This leaves arguable the question 
whether ‘‘ water-rates’’ in the case of premises under £10 
annual value (10 & 11 Vict. c. 17° s. 
“rate ’’ within the meaning of our present enactment. 
question is one of difficulty; on the whole, we think that 
sgater-rates in the statutory cases just referred to come within 
the ambit of the Act. 

As a matter of fact a lessor’s c@venant to pay “‘ all rates 
and taxes chargeable in respect of the demised premises ’’ has 
been held to include the water-rate (Direct Spanish 
Telegraph v. Shepherd (32 W. R. 717). It was 
argued in that case that, being coupled with taxes, 
“rates’’ could only refer to imposts of a public or 
personal authority; but this view was not accepted 
by the Court. As a matter of fact, however, the authority 
just quoted was distinguished by the Court of Appeal (not 
overruled) in Badcock v Hunt (1888, 2 Q. B. 145), where a 
landlord covenanted to pay all ‘‘ rates, taxes an impositions, 
however imposed ’’; it was held that this covenant included 
only parochial and municipal rates, not gas or water rates. The 
reason given was that the latter are not compulsory impositions, 
but only payments for goods supplied to the premises. These 


decisions seem diametrically opposed to one another, although | 


in the second case the Court of Appeal contrived to distin- 
guish the earlier authority, because the earlier covenant in- 
cludes ‘‘ rates and taxes’’ without 
whereas the case before it referred to ‘‘ rates, taxes and 
im positions ’’ ; the addition of the latter term suggests the addi- 
tional limitation of ‘‘a compulsory payment.’’ The distinc- 
tion is very fine. All we can say, therefore, is that primd 
facie there is authority either way for the view that ‘‘ rates,’’ 
taken simpliciter, includes, or does not include, ‘‘ gas and 
water rates.’’ It has further been held that a covenant to 
pay ‘‘ ail parochial and Parliamentary rates ’’ does not include 
liability to pay a rate imposed by the Commissioners of 
Sewers: Palmer v. Earith (14 M. & W. 428). In view of 
those decisions, we cannot advise with any certainty that the 
present Act is intended to include a case in which the owner 
under the statutory enactment quoted in our last article is 
compelled by law to pay the ‘‘ water-rate.’’ 
clined to think it does, and would advise landlords ex abun- 
dante cautela to act aa if it did. 

Passing from common law definitions of rate,’’ as it 
appears in any document, we next have to consider any modi- 
fication suggested by the wording of the present Act. Now, 
it will be noted that the Act refers to ‘‘ rates paid or payable 
air by the owner instead of the occumer.’’ In other 
words, it clearly refers only to wmpositions primarily payable 
by the occuyier, but which (under some statutory enactments) 
are charged on the owner instead. It cannot, therefore, apply 
to any wmpositions primarily payable by the owner himself. 
We may therefore enumerate all the kinds of imposts charge- 
able on premises, and eliminate without further consideration 
any which are primarily payable by the owner. The following 
lists indicate the result :— 


“é 


Imposts payable by and on behalf of Landlord. 

(1) The income tax (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 73, see new Income 
Tax Act, 1918). 

(2) The tithe rent charge (54 Vict. c. 8, s. 1). 

(3) The land tax (38 & 39 Vict. ©. 60). 

(4) Sewers rates assessed by Commissioners of Sewers (per 
Maute, J., in Smith v. Humble, 15 C. B. 330), for permanent 
improvements. 

| But the Commissioners have power under the Statute of 
Sewers to assess a rate on the occupiers when they receive the 
benefit of temporary works ; and these rates present a difficulty. | 


Imposts payable by the Tenant. 
(1) Poor rates (43 Eliz. c. 2). 


(2) Borough, county and general district rate (Public | 


Health Act, 1875, s. 211). 


! 


73) are strictly a} 
The | 


(3) Gas and water rate (General Waterworks Act, 1848, 
ss. 72 and 73). 

(4) The police rate. 

These two classes, however, do not exhaust all the cases. 
There remains a peculiar case, created by the Union Assess- 
ment Act of 1869 (section 1), where premises have been let 
than three months. In that case the owner pays 
the poor rate. It is submitted that he does so as the person 
primarily liable in that case, and not instead of the occwmer 
under statutory enactment. If this view is right, then that 
peculiar case must be added to our first list. 

It follows then that in order to come within the terms of 
the present Act a rate must be one “‘ primarily payable by the 
occupier,’’ ¢.¢., it must come within one of the four classes men- 
tioned above in our second list. When a rate is one of those 
four kinds, namely, (1) poor rate, (2) district, &c., rate, (3) gas 
or water-rate, (4) police rate, and where, under somg statutory 
enactment, the owner pays it instead of the occupier, then, 
and then only, the provisions of the present Act apply. This 
apparently again reduces the cases to the three principal ones 
quoted in our last article, namely, (1) poor rates in the case 
of small tenements, (2) district rates when assessed on the 
owner under the Public Health Act, and (3) water-rates in 
the case of premises under £10 in annual value. The case 


not more 





further qualification, | 


But we are in- | 





of sewers rates and district improvement rates would be elimi- 
nated. 
Lastly, let us just refer to the existing statutory definitions of 


‘* Rate ’’ is defined 


rates to be found in a number of statutes. 
in:— 
(1) The Rating Act, 1877, section 3 
(2) Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, section 9 
(3) Harbours, Docks and Piers Clauses Act, 1847, eed 
tion 3. 
(4) Local Loans Act, 1875, section 34 
(5) Militia Act, 1882, section 53 (9). 
(6) Prison (Officers’ Superannuation) Act, 1878, section 5. 
(7) Public Works Loan Act, 1875, section 51 
(8) Tithe Act, 1891, section 6 (4). 
And also in some Scottish, Irish and other statutes of limited 
Considerations of space forbid us considering the defi- 
nition in everyone of those cases. Indeed, it is obvious that 
| only in the first case is the statutory definition of any general 
importance. There it runs as follows ‘‘ Rate means any 
rate, tax, duty or assessment, whether public, general or local 
(Rating Act, 1877, section 3). This is a very wide 
definition, and it may be doubted whether it helps in the case 
of a special statute like the present The object of the Rating 
Act was to provide machinery for assessing and collecting 
public burdens, and therefore its net is cast widely. The 
object of the present Act is to deal with a peculiar, limited, 
and in the main well-known class of cases, in which the owner 
of certain premises pays rates usually paid by the occupier. 
We are therefore inclined to think that its meaning must be 
gathered rather from its own context than from definitions 
contained in other statutes with different objects. For these 
reasons we adhere to the view, expressed in our last article, 
that the statute is limited in its scope to the six cases there 
| mentioned, and probably to only the first three of these, 


scope 


namely :— 
<a 1) Poor rates assessed on owner under Poor Rate Assess- 
ment and Collection Act, 1869 (or under the older statute, 
59 Geo. 3, c. 12). 
(2) District rates under the Public Health Act, 1873, 
s. 21. 
(3) Water rates under the General Waterworks Act, 1848, 
s. 73. 
(To be continued.) 





Mr. C. C. Sharman, formerly chairman of the West Ham Board of 
| Guardians, a solicitor, who recently attained his seventieth birthday 
has been presented by the Belgian Ambassador with the medal and 
ribbon of the Order of Albert, which the King of the Belgians has 


conferred on him, 





206 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


eee 





Correspondence. 


The Remuneration of Solicitors’ Clerks. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I think your readers will like to know that while (as ex- 
plained in a recent issue of the Law 7Tsmes), the Liverpool Law 
Society have agreed to set up a Joiet Council with the local Liw 
Clerks’ Association there to deal with the question of clerks’ 
salaries, and a similar arrangement has been made with the Sussex 
Law Society (1 enclose you copy of this society's letter to the 
solicitors in Sussex), the Law Society in London have refused to 
recommend their members to grant increased remuneration to their 
clerks, and will not agree to set up a Joint Council on Whitley 
lines to deal amicably with the burning question of salaries. In 
view of the fact that the profession has obtained two increases in 
legal charges, on the ground of having to pay higher salaries, the 
public will no doubt be surprised to learn that the average increase 
granted to clerks since 1914 is between 15 per cent. and 25 per 
cent. only to meet the increase of at least 125 per cent. in the cost 
of living, and which must for some time be regarded as a per- 
manent increase. If the Law Society persists in its present attitude 


it can only end by creating a very bad feeling with the clerk, 
which this Union has done all in its power to avoid, and, further, 
the result will, I fear, be to cause serious inconvenience to the public 


and to the profession. Iam inclined to think that the Law Society 
have not realised the fact that the clerks are really serious and 
determined to raise themselves and obtain better conditions than 
those which prevailed in pre-war days. The clerks have the right 
to expect the profession to assist them in this direction, and if the 
Law Society will, even at this late hour, come forward and agree to 
set up an effective Joint Council I am sure that the clerks’ desires 
can be satisfied and good feeling preserved. The Clerks’ Unions 
are growing stronger every day, not only in London, but in all the 
provincial towns, and this ought to satisfy the Law Society that 
something must be done, and that it is better for the profession to 
agree to do it voluntarily than to be forced, as they ultimately will 
be. W. D. Macpvrr, 
President London Law Clerks’ Union. 
7, New-court, Lincoln's Inn, Jan, 12, 1920. 
The following is a copy of the letter referred to :— 
Sussex Law Society, 
64, Ship-street, Brighton, 
23rd December, 1919. 

Dear Stn,—A few weeks ago the Council of the Brighton, Hove, 
Worthing and District Law Clerks’ Association approached the com- 
mittee of our society with regard to the question of increasing the 
salaries to be paid two clerks of solicitors practising in Sussex. After 
some correspondence and two conferences with four delegates of the 
Clerks’ Association, the committee have agreed to recommend that the 
salaries of male clerks to solicitors practising in Sussex be increased 
as foliows 

1. That all salaries as on 4th August, 1914, be increased as from lst 
December, 1919, by 50 per cent., and that to this be added a sum 
representing any normal increase in salary which has been paid, or 
would reasonably have been paid, independent of war conditions, pro 
vided that such percentage and normal increase, when taken together, 
be not less than 60 per cent. of the salary as on 4th August, 1914. 

2. That the scheme is not to apply to any clerk whose salary at 
present exceeds £350 per annum, and that under the scheme no in 
crease need be made whereby any remuneration shall exceed £350 per 
annum. 

3. That in ordinary cases the minimum salary for men above twenty- 
one years of age shall be £2 5s. per week. 

These recommendations have been agreed to by the Council of the 
Clerks’ Association 

The scheme is intended primarily to apply only to cases where a 
clerk has remained in the same employ as he was in August, 1914, but 
with some modifications the principle may be applied to other cases 

The committee desire us to state :— 

(a) That the scheme is submitted by way of recommendation only. 
and must be regarded only as a temporary measure. / 

(6) That they are strongly of opinion that the scheme should be 
accepted in its entirety by the profession in Sussex generally, and that 
only the most exceptional circumstances will justify any deviation 
from it. 

(c) That they recognise that in many cases an increase equivalent to 
the proposed increase has already been made.—Yours faithfully, 

C. H. Wavan, President. 
A. C. Bortass, Secretary. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration. 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—It is curious that the construction of the combined effect 
of Order 65, Rule 10 (a), of the Rules of the Supreme Court and 
of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act (General er), 1919, should 





be doubtful after the time and thought which must have been ex- 
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pended on framing these provisions. But such, it is submitted, is 
the case. For brevity the former will be described as “ the old” 
and the latter as “the new Order.” 

The view which has commonly prevailed in the past has been 
that the “old Order’’ only applied to litigious matters and it is 
mentioned on page 1,230 of The Annual Practice, 1919, that the 
President of the Probate Divorce and Admiralty Division has 
stated that this rule did not apply to non-contentious costs in 
Probate matters (common form). Whether this was a considered 
opinion or merely an off-hand view is not recorded. 

It will be noticed that under the “old Order”’ the additional 20 
per cent. is attracted “in respect of business done in any cause 
or matter in the Supreme Court.” 

The Court of Probate Act, 1857, provides that “ matters and causes 
testamentary ” shall comprehend all matters and causes relating to 
the grant and revocation of probate of wills or of administration. 

On the face of the rule therefore it would appear that the obtain- 
ing of Probate under seal (common form) is “ a cause or matter in 
the Supreme Court” and that consequently the additional 20 per 
cent. is attracted. 

The effect of the “ new Order’’ authorizing solicitors to add 3} 
per cent. to their costs is popularly thought to be to authorize 
solicitors to add on to their bill of costs 335 per cent. in respect of 
all work done by them other than 

(a) work covered by the “old Order ’’—which has been con- 
strued to exclude costs incurred in obtaining Probates under 
seal (common form)—and 

(b) conveyancing matters governed by Schedule 1 of the 
General Order made in pursuance of the Solicitors’ Remunera- 
tion Act 1881; that is to say, scale charges on sales, purchases, 
mortgages, etc. 

A reference, however, to Clause 2 of that Order shows that the 
business there defined is such business “ not being business in any 
action, or transacted in any Court, or in the Chambers of any Judge 
or Master.”” In respect of such business, wherever Schedule 1 does 
not apply, Schedule 2, authorizing item charges, is to determine 
a solicitor’s remuneration ; and it is in respect of work done under 
this latter Schedule that the extra 33) per cent. is authorized by 
“the new Order.” 

If, therefore, the obtaining of Probate under seal (common form) 
is “ business in any action, or transacted in any Court, or in the 
Chambers of any Judge or Master,” which it is submitted that it is, 
it follows that “the new Order ’’ does not apply to such matters ; 
and if this is the case the obtaining of Probate under seal (common 
form) must be “ a,cause or matter within the meaning of ‘ the old 
Order.’ ”’ 

The combined effect of these two Orders appears, therefore, to be 
as follows :— 

1. In respect of ccnveyancing matters covered by Schedule 1 
of the General Order and the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
1881, 10 increase in costs has been authorized. 

2. In respect of Probate matters, including “common form 
business,” an increase of 20 per cent. has been authorized (old 
Order). 

5. In respect of litigious matters generally a similar increase 
of 20 per cent. has been authorized (old Order). 

4. In respect of work done under Schedule 2 an increase of 
334 per cent. has been authorized (new Order). 

It would be interesting to know whether your readers share the 
views expressed in this letter. L. J. Futtox. 

Public Trustee Office, Kingsway, London, W.C. Jan. 8. 


Books of the Week. 


Fraud and Mistake.—Kerr on Fraud and Mistake. Fifth 
Edition. By Sypney Epwarp Wi1ams, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 37s. 6d. net. 

Income Tax.—Income Tax: A Summary of the Law of 
Income Tax, Super Tax, and Excess Profits ~-_ By F. J. 
Unperaay, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. New Edition. ard, Lock & 
Co. 5s. net. 

Agriculture,—Farm Law. By F. M. Hopkins, Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 3s. 6d. net. 

Review.—“ Minnesota Law Review.” December, 1919. Law 
School of the University of Minnesota. 40 cents. 

Arbitration. — International Courts of Arbitration. By 
Tuomas Batcn. 1874. Seventh Edition. By Tuomas Wim.ine 
Baton. Allen, Lane & Scott, Philadelphia. 

Diary.—The Solicitors’ Diary, Almanac and Legal Directory, 
1920. Seventy-sixth year of publication. Waterlow & Sons 
(Limited). 

Diary.—The Lawyer’s Companion and Diary and London and 
Provincial Law Directory for 1920. Edited by E. Layman, B.A., 











Barrister-at-Law. Seventy-fourth annual issue. Stevens & Sons 
Limited). 6s, 6d. net. 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


CHAPMAN v. LEACH. No,2. 2nd December. 
Practice—D1scovery—INTERROGATORIES—ACTION ‘FOR SLANDER— PLEA 
or Privicece—Or WHoM WAS THE |NFORMATION OBTAINED BY DEFEN 
pant—Ossect or InrerRoGATORY—Bona Fives. 

Although in an action for slander to which the defendant has pleaded 
provilege, the plaintiff will not be allowed to interrogate the de fendunt 
us to the name of the person on whose information he published the 
words compldined of, if it appears that the plaintiff's object was not ¢ 
rebut the plea of privilege, but to obtain discovery which would enable 
him to bring an action against another person, nevertheless the plaintiff 
ws entitled to ask “ of whom” the defendant obtained the information 
if the evidence does not establish that the question was not put bona 
fide. 

Held, therefore, that the interrogatory, * Of whom . 2 
such inquiries made," was admissible, as it did not in form ask the 
name of the informant, and could not be objected to merely on the 
ground that the plaintiff might thereby indirectly obtain the name of 
the defendant's informant. 


Edmondson v. Birch & Co. (1905, 2 A. B. 523) distinguished. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of Salter, J., at chambers, dis 
allowing part of an interrogatory in an action for slander. The plain 
tiff commenced an action, claiming damages for alleged slander from 
the defendant. The statement of claim set out that the plaintiff in 
1916 had resigned his membership of the Baltic, and that *‘on the 28th 
day of April, 1919, the defendant falsely and maliciously spoke and 
published of /and concerning the plaintiff in relation to his said business 
to C. Lacey -Bathurst the words following, that is to say 
‘He (meaning the plaintiff) ‘has been expelled from the Baltic.’ 
The defendant admitted the publication of the words complained of, 
but did not admit the other allegation in the statement of claim, and 
in defence pleaded privilege. The plaintiff desired to administer the 
following interrogatory to the defendant : ‘“‘ What information, if any, 
had you before speaking she words set out in paragraph 2 »f the state 
ment of claim which induced you to believe that the said words were 
true; and what steps and/or precaution and/or inquiries, if any, ¢id 
you take and/or make before speaking and publishing the said words 
to ascertain whether they were true or not’ When, where and of whom 
were such inquiries made? . .’ Before the writ was issued the 
plaintiff’s solicitors had written the defendant that the statement that 
their client (the plaintiff) had been expelled from the Baltic was wholly 
untrue, and they were instructed to ask him to retract the slander and 
apologise. The letter went on: " At the same time we must ask y 
to give us the name of your informant, and furnish us with such 
evidence as will enable our client to bring an action against him. If 
you do that our client will be satisfied so far as you are concerned 
but if you are not prepared to comply with our request in every parti 
cular, please furnish us with the name of a solicitor who will accept 
service of a writ on your behalf.’’ To that ‘etter the defendant 
replied that he had seen the gentleman who had given him the verbal 
information about Mr. Chapman’s affairs, and found that he had been 
misinformed about the Baltic. He was sorry there had been any mis 
understanding on this point, and he now tendered his apologies t¢ 
Mr. Chapman. The solicitors refused to accept the apology, and 
referred to their offer to let the defendant off provided “ you give us 
the name of vour informant and assisted us in reaching him by your 
evidence."’ The defendant objected to the interrogatory so far as it 
asked him “of whom” were such inquiries made, contending that th: 
correspondence shewed that the real reason for inquiring the name of 
the defendant's informant was to enable the plaintiff to bring an action 
against him. The Master allowed the interrogatory. Salter, J., on the 
authority of Edmondson v. Birch d: Co. (1905, 2 K. B 523), amended 
the interrogatory by striking out the words ‘‘and of whom.”’ The 
plaintiff appealed. 

Bankes, L.J.. in giving judgment, said he thought the view of the 
Master was right. It was right on two grounds, one of which did not 
appear to have been dealt with or referred to either before the Master 
or the learned Judge. Assuming that the interrogatory was one put to 
isk from whom the original information was derived, it was said that. 
having regard to these letters, that that interrogatory so put was not 
put bona fides for the purpose of testing the defendant's defence of 
privilege, but was really put for the purpose of cbtaining the name cf 
the person against whom a second action might be brought: and 
Edmondson vy. Birch d- Co. (1905, 2 K 523) was relied on. In that 
case, however, what the plaintiff had said before action was this : I do 
not want to bring an action against you, the present defendant, but I 
am determined to bring an action against the real author of this 
slander, and I shall bring an action against you to discover who he 1s 
unless you tell me his name. In this case what was said is what was 
often said : “I do not want to bring an action against two persons; 
I am determined to bring an action against somebody in respect of this 
slander, but not against you if you will only tell me the name of the 
person you got it from.’’ Now that was not saying that in any case “I 
shall bring an action against you for the purpose of discovering the 
name of the person that gave you the information.’’ The facts were 





) 
| 
| 


clearly distinguishable in this case from that of Edmondson v. Birch. 
rhe Master's view was certainly to be preferred to that of the Judge 
if the note by counsel was a full reproduction of the grounds on which 
the learned Judge decided the question. But he thought there was 
another ground on which this appeal might be decided : when the in 
terrogatory was carefully looked at it was apparent that it was not an 
interrogatory in the ordinary form at all as to the person from whom 


| the information was derived, but was what might be called the third 





interrogatory that was generally put—1.e., did you make any inquiry to 
ascertain if the original information you obtained was accurate ; and, 
if so, from whom did you make these inquiries’ In the ordinary case 
that interrogatory would be quite free from the objection that was 
taken in Edmondson v. Birch, and the objection that was urged here 
But it was said that the facts were such that though the interro, atory 
was put in that form, the plaintiff would be able to obtain the same 
information indirectly as if he asked from whom the information was 
obtained. He did not think that that is a sufficient objection unless it 
was clearly shewn that the question put in that form was not bond 
hde. The Master took the right view of these letters, and was right 
in deciding that the interrogatory as originally drawn was admissible, 
and on these grounds the appeal would be allowed, and the interroga- 
tory admitted in the form in which it was originally granted 
Scrutron, L.J., concurred. Appeal allowed.—Counset, for the plain- 
tiff, Hansell; for the defendant, Sir Hugh Fraser Sonicirors, Cave & 


( Druces & Attlee 
Reported by Erskine Reto, Barrister-at-Law.] 
REX +. SPECIAL COMMISSIONERS OF INCOME TAX. Ez parte 


DR. BARN :RDO’S HOMES. No. |. 


9th December. 


Revencve—-l Nncome-Tax—Cuarity—-Exemprion—Berguest or Resipue 
Income Recetvep by Execurors Between Testator’s Deato anp 
DistTrisuTION—ASSENT—ASCERTAINMENT OF Restpur—CasPITAL AND 
Income—Income Tax Acr, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), ss. 88, 105 


1 testutor bequeathed the whole of his 
The next of kin disputed his will, and, after an interval of two years, 
between the distributed the 
restduary estate, one-third to the next of kin and the remainder to 
the charity The executors having in the interval received income, 
ncome-tac had been deducted, of investments then form- 
ing part of the eatate, the charity claimed that a proportion of such 
income had been recetved on ita behalf, and being exempted from 
income-taxz, under the Income Tax Act, 1892, s. 105, such tax ought to 
he refunded 


residuary estate toa charity. 


, 


his executors, by agreement parties 


from which 


Held (reversing the decision of the Divisional Court), that auch 
income was not received, and therefore the tax not paid on account 
of the residuary legatees, that a residuary legatee was not entitled to 
intermediate income as such, or to anytheng but the residue when, and 
only when, ascertained, and that such residue consisted of a mixed 
fund of capital and income of the eetate received by the executors, to 
be applied by them en due coursse of administration, but ultimately 
recerved as capital by the residuary legatee, and therefore that the 
charity was not entitled to a return of tncome-tax 
a legacy applies 


Qere, whether the doctrine of executor's assent to 


at all to a share of resduary estate. 


Appeal by the Crown from the decision of a Divisional Court (Earl 
Reading, C.J., Darling and Bray, JJ.), making absolute a rule nea 
for a mandamus directed to the Special Commissioners of Income 
lax, ordering them to allow an exemption from income-tax on certain 
funds given by will to Dr. Barnardo’s Homes, aid to repay the sum 
of £327 which had been deducted for tax from the income received 
by the executors, The case is reported at 63 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, 
790, but only on the question whether the Court had jurisdiction to 
order the Commissioners to pay the costs. As to this, there was no 
appeal. The testator, Mr. Denzil Thomps mn, by his will dated 3rd June, 
1914, gave all his residuary estate, subject to some pecuniary legacies, 
to Dr. Barnardo’s Homes absolutely. He died on 14th November, 
1914, and probate of his will was disputed by his next of kin. A suit 
to set it aside was commenced, but after a long delay was compro 
mised by an agreement, under whic h the next ot kin were to rece’ ve 
one-third, and Dr. Barnardo's Homes the remaining two-thirds of the 
residuary estate. The estate was not actually so divided by the 
executors until 4th December, 1916 During these two years the 
executors received income of the estate from which income-tax had 
been deducted in the usual course. Dr. Barnardo's Homes claimed the 
return of £327. aa being income-tax deducted from income to which 
they were entitled, on the yround that being a charity they were 
exempted from the payment of tax under the Income Tax Act, 1842, » 
105. The Divisional Court made the rule nist for a mandamus 
absolute, holding that the assent of the executors to the bequest to 
the Homes dated bak to the testator’s death, and therefore that the 
dividends received in the interval in respect of two-thirds of the 
testator's estate were dividends appropriated to charitable purposes, 
and were exempt. The Special Commissioners appealed 

Ture Cover allowed the appeal 

Lord STernpaLe, M.R., having stated the facts, continuing, said 
that the question raised depended partly on general principles of law 
and partly on the provisions of the Income Tax Act, 1842. Under 
section 88. Schedule C, the duties under that schedule were to be paid 
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“ by the persons and conporations, respectively intrusted with the pay 
ment of the annuities, dividends, and shares of annuities herein 
charged, on behalf of the persons, corporations, companies, or societies 
entitled thereto except in the following cases of exemption from 
the said duties—viz Third.—The stock or dividends of any 
corporation, fraternity, or society of persons, or of any trust estab 
lished for charitable purposes only, or which according to the rules or 
regulations established by Act of Parliament, charter, decree, deed of 
trust, or will shall be applicable . to charitable purposes only, and 
in so far as the same shall be applied to charitable purposes only 
Section 100 dealt with income-tax chargeable on other funds not con 
tained in Schedule C and section 105 provided in substance that 
charitable funds chargeable with income-tax under Schedule D should 
have the same exemption as in the case of funds chargeable under 
Schedule ( Therefore the whole question really came back to 
Schedule C, section 88 In order to obtain the return of this income- 
tax it was incumbent on Dr. Barnardo’s Homes to shew that the 
income-tax in question was paid on their behalf in the first instance 
by the executors, because the exemption in Schedule C, r 3, was in 
respect of the duties paid ‘‘on behalf of the persons, corporations, 
companies, or societies entitled thereto ’’ where the duties were paid 
on stock applicable to charitable purposes only. If, therefore, the 
charity could not show that the tax was paid on their behalf they 
could not succeed Up to the date of distribution in December, 1916, 
the residue was unascertained, and not only so, but ‘t did not really 
exist He (his lordship) said that he hai always been under 
the impression that residue did not come into existence until the pay 
ments had been made that were requisite before it could be arrived 
at, and he was glad to see that he was confirmed in this view by 
what was said by Sir George Jessel in 7'rethewy v. Helyar (4 Ch. D. 53, 
at p. 56), when he said ‘It appears to have been long-settled law 
that there is no residue of personal estate until after payment of the 
debts, funeral and testamentary experses, and all costs of the admin 
istration of the estate of the testator Therefore, until you have paid 
the costs, you do not arrive at the net residue at all, and when you 
do arrive at it, it is distributed according to law.’ The only way in 
which the executors in the present case could have been said to have 
paid the income-tax on the dividends received before distribution on 
behalf of Dr. Barnardo’s Homes would have been if the charity had 
been the person entitled to those dividends The executors, as soon 
as the residue was ascertained, became trustees for the residuary 
legatees of that fund, but until then there was no fund of which they 
were trustees for the residuary legatees, and the income received in 
the meanwhile was income received not on behalf of the residuary 
legatees, but on behalf of themselves as executors for due administra 
tion. It followed that the executors had not received the dividends 
before distribution on behalf of the residuary legatees, and the income 
tax had not therefore been paid on their behalf. That was sufficient 
to dispose of the cas In the Divisional Court the decision went on 
the doctrine of assent, and the Court seemed to have held that the 
executors having assented to the bequest of residue by payment of it 
in December, 1916, that assent related back to the testator’s death 
His lordship did not propose to discuss the question whether execu 
tors could assent to a residuery bequest, but it was obvious that if 
they could, the incidents connected with such an assent were different 
in the case of a residuary bequest from those in the case of a specifi 
bequest He (his lordship) preferred, however, to base his judgment 
on the first ground stated, namely, that the dividends were not re 
ceived, and the incom>-tax accordingly was not paid on account of the 
residuary legatees The fund that the residuary legatees received 
was the residue when ascertained It was true that in making this 
up there entered both capital and income of the testator’s estate, but 
the capital and income combined to form one fund to which the 
residuary legatees became entitled when it was ascertained The 
appeal must therefore be allowed, and the rule for a mandamus be 
discharged, with costa here and below. 

Arkin, L.J., and Youncrr, L.J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former pointing out that the result was more favourable to 
the tax-paying community than the opposite, es what the legatee 
received in a lump sum was capital, and the Revenue authorities could 
not make any claim to unpaid income-tax out of it, and the latter 
terms of the settlement between the parties.—Counsen, Sir Gordon 
Hewart, A-G., Clayton, K.C., Sheldon, Parr and R. P. Hills; 
Clauson, K.C., Disturnal, K.C., and Dighton Pollock. SoLicrrTors, 
The Solicitor of Inland Revenue, Nisbet. Daw. & Nishet. 


Reported by H. Lanerosy Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE v. GITTUS. No. 1. 
lith and 12th December. 


Revenve—Excess Prorrrs Dury—Laasmitry—Ruicut or Set-orr—PRe 
vious Dertctency—Cuance or Ownersuip—Frnance (No. 2) Act, 
1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 89), s. 38 (3), Scnepute 4, Part II.. r. 5 
The right to set-off, for the purposes of assessment to excess profits 

duty, a loss or deficiency of profits occurring in one year against the 

excess profits of a later year ws a right which belongs to the individual 
owner of a business, and where there has been a complete change of 
ownership in the business, the successor has no right to exercise it in 
respect of a loss or deficiency attributable to a period when it belonged 


observing that the respondent’s contention was really based on the 














to his predecessor. Rule & of Part II. of Schedule 4 of the Finance 
(No. 2) Act, 1915, does not go beyond the purpose of calculating the 
pre-war standard of profits. 

Appeal by the respondent Gittus trom a decision of Rowlatt, J. 
(reported 1919, 2 K. B. 766), on a case stated by the General Commis 
sioners. The respondent, W. B. Gittus, who carried on business as a 
railway wagon builder, having been assessed to excess profits duty for 
the year ending 30th September, 1915, in the sum of £424, claimed t 
set-off the deficiency compared with the pre-war standard of profits of 
£1,543 in the previous year. It appeared that he carried on the busi 
ness in succession to his father, who had previously employed him in 
it at a salary, and died on 6th September, 1915, having bequeathed to 
the respondent the residue of his estate. Therefore the deficiency in 
curred during the year ending 30th September, 1915, was almost en- 
tirely incurred during his father’s ownership of the business, the pro- 
portion of the £1,543 attributable to the period between 6th and Wth 
September, 1915, being only £142. ‘The Commissioners allowed the 
whole set-off claimed under rule 5 of Part II. of Schedule 4 of the 
Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, but on appeal from that decision Rowlatt, J., 
reversed it, and allowed only £142 to be set-off. The respondent 
Gittus appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal 

Lord Srerxpate, M.R., having stated the facts of the case, said that 
the anpellant claimed as having succeeded to the business immediately 
upon his father’s death There might be a question whether such 
ownership began on 6th September, 1915, but he (his lordship) woul! 
Only mention it without deciding it. It was not contended that the 
appellant, by taking under his father’s will, was in any different posi- 
tion from that of a purchaser outside his family. The question before 
the Court was whether the appellant was entitled to set-off against his 
liability for excess profits duty the deficiency in profits which occurred 
almost entirely in his prodecessor’s lifetime. That question turned 


| almost entirely on section 38 (1) and (3) of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 


1915. [His lordship read the sub-sections, and continued :] Therefore, 1f 
there had been a deficiency in a previous year, and then a profit in a 
succeeding year, making a person liable to excess profits duty, he was 
entitled to set-off the deficiency against the excess of the later year 
if the converse case happened—viz., a profit in the former and a loss 
in the latter year—he would be entitled to recover the duty paid from 
the Crown. It was argued that where there was a change of owner 
ship the business for the purpose of section 38 (3) must be treated as 
if the same person were carrying it on continuously. He (his lordship) 


| did not think that was the true construction of the section, and that 


had been expressed very clearly by Rowlatt, J., in his judgment (1919, 
2 K. B., at p. 776). ‘‘ Taking that section alone, I think it clearly 
points tothe case of an individual, and means that the loss in his busi 
ness which a person shall be entitled to set off against the excess profité 
duty payable by him is a loss personal to himself. It is true that in 
a sense the excess profits duty is assessed upon a trade or business—a 
trade or business being the subject-matter in respect of which it is 
charged. The duty, however, must be assessed upon a pers:a and 
whereas in the present case it appears that during the accounting period 
in which a loss has been sustained in the business, the person assessed 
has become the person owning or carrying on the business or the agent 
for that person, it seems to me that the sub-section in question, accord 
ing to its true meaning, distinctly provides that he is to be entitled to 
set-off against the duty payable by him in a succeeding year only so 
much of the loss as has been sustained by him as an individual and no 
more."’ But it was argued that it should be read differently, because 
in spetion 45 (2) there was a reference to the “ person for the time 
being carrying on the business."’ If so, it would be necessary to add 
‘ whether the person first mentioned in the section or not.’’ The con 
struction contended for was contrary to the ordinary meaning of lan 
guage. Then came another and more difficult point. The Act had 
schedules dealing with different matters, and the fourth schedule was 


| divided into parts, of which Part IT. was headed “ Pre-war Standard’ 


and Part IIT. “ Capital.’’ By section 40 (2) it was provided that Part 
IT. of the fourth schedule was to have effect with respect to the profits 
of a pre-war trade year. There were two rules of interpretation to be 
applied to the construction of the Act and schedules. If the Act said 
that the schedule was to be used for a certain purpose, and the sche 
dule was so headed, then it must be read as if it operated for that 
purpose only. But if, in spite of that, one found language in the sche- 
dule which clearly went beyond that special purpose, effect must be 
given to it. Clause (5) of Part IT. of Schedule 4 was as follows :— 
‘* (5) Where since the commencement of the three last pre-war trade 
years a trade or business has changed ownership, the provisions of 
this part of this schedule shall apply as if a new trade or business had 
been commenced upon the change of ownership, except in cases when 
the taxpayer makes an application that the provisions of Part ITI. of 
this Act and this schedule should apply as if the trade or business had 
not changed ownership : .” There the draughteaman had stopped, 
and had not said what was to happen when such an application was 
made. He (his lordship) would assume for the purposes of the case 
that the meaning of the words was “and such application should be 
granted.”” It was argued that as the application was ore that the 
provisions of Part ITI. of the Act and of the schedule should apply, #!! 
the provisions of Part IIT. of the Act were to apply. It was not 
altogether clear, and the interpretation was by no means easy. But he 
could see no reason why it was necessary to extend the clause in the 
schedule beyand the primd facie object of the schedule, which was to 
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deal with the pre-war standard of profits only. Although it was said 
that great difficulties would arise from such a construction, he could 
not say that there was any reason for reading the worls of a clause 
in a non-natural sense. It could not affect the question if it was true 
that the advisers of the Crown had taken different views in different 


cases. Then it was argued that clause 6 shewed that clause 5 must 
have a wider operation than that contended for by the Crown. The 


draughtsman might have made the language absolutely clear to him 
self, but he had not made it clear to him [his lordship). He did not 
think it was such a modification of clause 5 as to affect the « 
to which he had arrived. For those reasons the de 
J., was right, and the appeal must be dismissed 
Atkin and Youncer, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect 
the former saying that the meaning of the rule would be fully expressed 
by saying : ‘‘ For the purpose of ascertaining the pre-war standard of 
profits the business shall not be deemed to have »hanged its owner 
ship '’; and the latter desiring to reserve his opinion on the question 
whether there might not be a benefit reserved to a successor in a busi 


onclusion 
Rowlatt, 


ision ot 


ness where there was a change, but not a complete change, of owner 
ship. ~COUNSEL, Maugham, K.C., and Latter; Sir Gordon Hewart. 
A.-G., T. H. Parr and R. P. Hills. Sotacrrors, Norman P. Hart 


Solicitor of Inland Revenue 
| Reported by H 


LaNGrorp Lewis, Barrister at-Law. ] 


High Court—Chancery Division 


Re McGAW. McINTYRE v. McGAW. 4th and 5th 


Russell, J. 


November. 
— —_ ) 
LeasEHOLDS—Poticy ~Trusters INDEMNITY—Damace By AIRCRAFI 
CLam AGaInst THE Crown 
The right Of a erastee to indemnity out i hia truat estate for 
moneys expended tn repatring property wrecked by enemy aircraft 
where the insurance company denied liability is not lost by the 


trustee’s negligence in not obtaining a receipt for the in-urance pre 
mium, or forgetfulness in not writing for such receept later on 
Moreover, the trustee is also protected by a clause in the testator's 
will that no trustee shall be liable for any loss not attributable to jis 
own dishonesty or to the wilful commission by him of any act known 
by him ta be a breach of trust 


This was an originating summons taken out by one executor against 
his co-executor and the tenant for life and the residuary legatee, ask 
ing whether the trustees were entitled to be indemnified out of the 
residuary estate of the testator or out of the specifically bequeathed 
leaseholds for the costs of the repairs to the leaseholds, and whether 
the executors should take any steps to enforce as against the Crown 
the claim under the insurance policy against damage by aircraft 
The facts were as follows: The testator appointed the plaintiff and 
one of the defendants his and trustees, and bequeathed 
to them six leasehold houses on trust, to receive the rents thereof, 
and after paying thereout all necessary outgoings and insurance 
against loss or damage by fire or airciaft, to pay the surplus to the 
defendant, E. L. McGaw, for her life, and after her death he 
bequeathed the leascholds to his two nieces who had also in the 
events which had happened become entitled to his residuary estate 
The will directed that no trustee should be liable for any not 
attributable to any dishonesty or to the wilful commission by him of 
any act known by him to be a breach of trust. The houses let 
on building leases, which contained full repairing covenants by the 
lessees. On 4th January, 1917, the testator died. On Wth 
November, 1917, the plaintiff, who was a solicitor, personally 
attended at the office of the insurance company's agent for the Govern 
ment aircraft insurance, for the purpose of paying the premiums 
upon the aircraft insurance policy taken out by the testator in respect 
of the houses. The receipt which the clerk found had been made out in 
the name of the testator, and the clerk informed the plaintiff that the 
policy when noted would be returned to him with the proper receipt 
The plaintiff left the policy and receipt for the alteration to be made, 
and forgot about the matter for some three months. The policy and 


executors 


loss 


were 


receipt were never returned to him by the insurance company. On 
7th March, 1918 there was an air raid by German aircraft, in 
the course of which the houses were damaged by bombs. On 
lith March, 1918, the plaintiff wrote to the Law Union and Rock 


Insurance Co. giving notice of the damage, but the office took up the 
position that the policy had lapsed in December, 1917, owing to the 
hon-payment of the premium then due. The plaintiff therefore put 
the damaged premises into repair, at a cost of nearly £600, and was 
now being sued in the King’s Bench Division for that amount. The 
persons interested in the residuary estate of the testator gave him 
notice not to pay these costs out of the estate, and asserted that he 
Was responsible, and that any claim against the Crown should be 
made by him alone. Thereupon the plaintiff took out this summons. 
Russext, J., after stating the facts, said: I am satisfied that the 
Payment of the premium of 18s. has been made to and received by 
the insurance company. It is alleged that the plaintiff’s right to any 
indemnity has been lost by his negligence in not obtaining at the 
time a receipt for the money, and by his forgetfulness in not writing 
for it afterwards, and that this amounted to a breach of trust. That 
is not a breach of trust, and, if it had been, the plaintiff would have 
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Law Covrts Brancn: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 
been protected by the express words of clause 11 of the will. The 
plaintiff and his co-trustee are entitled to be indemnified in respect 
of the sums rightly expended in restoring the damaged houses I 
will not now decide the question as to tne fund out of which the 
indemnity shall cone but I will direct the executors, at the risk of 
osts to the estate, which may ultimately have to bear the loss, to 
take the proper steps against the Crown to enforce the claim under 
the insurance policy CounseLt, Maugham, K.C.; ¢ A. Bennett; 
fy I 7 imines } KF Spence SOLICITORS, f uN mi | ‘ } Brown; 
{ttenbor ughes J. Mctanna 

Reported by I M. May, Barrister et-Law 
Re HAILES AND KUTCHINSON'S CONTRACT Astbury, J. 
3rd December 
V enpor—PuRCHASER—ConTRACT— VENDOR Sectinc as Trustee—TRvust 
ro Divipe—ONe Benericiary To HAVE £30 moRE THAN OTHERS—NO 

Express Power or Sacte—Orrer To JOIN THE BENEFICIARIES AS 

PARTIES TO THE CONVEYANCE— REPUDIATION 

it is doubtful whether a direction to divide property between 
children, but ao that one receives LO more than tne othera, imports 
a division of liquid assets and implies a power lo sell realty for the 
purpose of such diviswn 

Mower 1 Orr (1849. 7 Hare 173) and Cornick | Pearse (1848, 
7 Hare, 477), contra 

1 repudiation of a contract must be clear and unambiguous; Forrer 


167 


rendered ambiquous hy ¢ 


Nash (1865, 35 Beav 
{ repudiation may b« rreapondence sub 
sequent to it. 

[his was a vendor and purchase r summons taken out by the vendor 
for a declaration that he was entitled to sell and convey a house, or, 
alternately, that he waa so entitled with the concurrence of the bene 
ficiaries, and for other relief sy his will, H. Hailes, after appoint 
lng executors and making certain bequests, gave the remainder of his 
estate, both real and personal to his executors, his wife and son, the 
latter the vendor in this case, upon trust to pay the income to his wife 


for her life. ‘‘and after her decease I direct the whole of my residuary 
estate and effects to be divided amongst such of my children as may 
then survive, as and in such manner as my said wife may direct by 
her last will The testator died leaving four children, all of whom 
were living at the date of the summons*and of age. His wife by her 
will directed division among these children in such manner that one 
was to have £30 more than the others. She died in 1919, and the 


vendor was her sole executor and proved her will. There was enough 
personalty to pay the extra £30 to the one child without resorting to 
the sale of the realty In June, 1919, the vendor, having obtained the 
consent of his brother and sisters, put the house up for sale as trustee 
1 he co nditions required a deposit and fixed 
28th July as the date for completion, time being of the essence of the 
contract. The title the hus 
band, and on completion the pure haser was to have a proper assurance 
from all parties. The purchaser bought the property and 
paid the deposit, and the abstract delivered 9th July On 
10th July the requisition was sent in, and the purchaser's solicitor 
objected that the vendor had no title, pointing out that 
merely a direction for division and claiming a return of his deposit 
There requisitions On 3lst July the vendor's solicitors 
answered the requisitions, and submitted that the husband's will, with 
the read into it, implied a power of sale for the 7 of 
the division actually directed, which exercised by 
the as surviving the husband's will, and added “ if 
required, all the beneficiaries are prepared to concur in the conveyance.” 
Purchaser's solicitor replied that the matter was unsatisfactory, and 
he must see counsel. He repeated the requisition and other requisi- 
tions. Later he wrote that counsel advised that the directions did not 
imply a power of sale, which was only imalied in cases of necessity, 


of the deceased husband 


was to commence with a conveyance to 
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which was mot the case here. He again declined to accept the title, 
and asked for a return of his deposit. Then this summons was issued. 
Counsel for the vendor contended that the direction to give the one 
child £3 extra imported a division of liquid assets and implied a 
power of sale. He referred to Mower v. Orr (1849, 7 Hare, 473). He 
further contended that the defect, if it existed, was at once cured 
hy the statement of the fact that the beneficiaries would join: Re 
itkinsaon and Horsell’s Contract (1912, 2 Ch. 1) and Prickles v. Snell 
1916, 2 A. C. 599). Counsel for the purchaser contended that there 
was no implied power of sale, anda referredfto Cornick v. Pearse (1848, 
7 Hare, 477). The offer to join the beneficiaries was not made ;till 
after the contract had been repudiated, and it was not accepted. He 
referred to He Baker and Salmons Contract, where the written 
authority of the beneficiaries was produced before repudiation. He 
also referred to Lee v, Soames (36 W. R. 884) 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said: Though it is not quite 
clear on the authorities, it may well be that the direction to divide the 
husband's estate so that Bertha shall receive £30 more than her brothers 
and sister implies a power of sale. Assuming, however, that this is 
doubtful, the question is whether there has been a valid repudiation 
hefore a complete title was offered. If a vendor sells property that he 
can neither convey himself nor compel another to convey, the pur 
chaser may say at once, I will have nothing to do with it: see Forrer 
v. Nash (1865, 35 Beay. 167, 171). That is not, however, the attitudte 
originally taken up by the present purchaser. She has declined to 
accept the title in the first of a set of requisitions dealing with other 
points on the title, and, before further steps were taken, she was in 
formed that all the beneficiaries were prepared to concur in the con 
veyance. After that there is further correspondence dealing with the 
main point and the other points on the title, and, on the whole, I think 
there has been no definite and clear repudiation before a good title was 
shewn by the statement that the beneficiaries were prepared to concur 
There will therefore be a declaration that the vendor, with the con- 
currence of the beneficiaries, is entitled and able to convey the pro 
perty Counse,, J. W Manning; RB. J. Ramasbotham SOLICITORS, 
Woidi & BB. OH. Tre mellen ; Walter A Jennings 


Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-et-Law.]} 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
GOLDFARB v. BARTLETT AND KREMER. McCardie, J. 


17th and 18th December, 1919. 


PaRTNERSHIPp—Bitt or Excuance—ENpoRSEMENT BY FirM—Dz1ssoLv 
rion—Notice TO Ho_tpers—Disnonour or Bus.—Nortice to Con 
TINUING PartNeR—ReENEWaAL Or Bint sy Continuinc Partner—D1s 
CHARGE oF Retininc PartNer—Partnersuip Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vict. c. 39), ss. 16, 17, 38—Biutts or Excuance Act, 1882 (45 & 46 
Vicr. c. 61), s. 49, sub-section 11 


Where a bill of exchange, endorsed by a partnership, to a creditor of 
the partnership, ia dishonoured, and before the bill has become payable 
the partnership ts dissolved, if the bill is duly presented by the holder, 
and all other formalities properly observed, and if notice of dishonour 
ts given fo one partner, such notice of dishonour will bind the partners 
who had previously been carrying on the business 

By the terms of a dissolution of partnership the continuing partner 
has to carry on the business in the old firm's name; all the assets of 
the firm were to belong to him, he was to pay all the debts and liabilities 
of the firm, and inde mnify the retiring partner therefrom; and neither 
was authorized to incur liabilities on be kat} of the other from the date 
of the dissolution. Notice of the dissolution, and of the terms thereof, 
signed by both partners, was sent to the holders of a bill of exchange 
then current, which would become due after the dissolution. The 
holders immediately informed the partners, that they should hold both 
of them, jointly and severally, lable for the obligations they (the 
holders) had incurred on-behalf of the partners. The holders of the 
current bill, before it became due, by arrangement with the continuing 
partner, took a fresh bill from the continuing partner, falling due at 
a later date, by way of renewal, and in place of the current bill. 


Held, that after the notice of the terms of the dissolution given to the 
holders of the bill, the retiring partner became a surety only to the 
holdera for the continuing partner, and by the holders giving time to 
the continuing partner the retiring partner was discharged from hie 
liability aa auch sure ty 

Action tried by McCardie, J. Action on a bill of exchange for 
5,355 francs, dated llth August, 19:3, endorsed by the defendants 
to the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs were bristle merchants in London, and 
the defendants had formerly been in partnership as bristle merchants 
in London. In August, 1913, the plaintiffs received from the defen 
dants a bill of exchange dated 23rd May, 1913, for £208, payable 
ninety days affer sight, which was drawn on a French company, and 
aceépted by that company, and which had been endorsed by the de 
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fendants to the plaintiffs for value. This bill was dishonoured, and 
duly protested, whereupon the defendants handed to the defendants 
another bill for 5,355 francs, dated 11th August, 1913, payable sixty 
days after date—that is, on 11th October. This bill was received by 
the plaintiffs while the partnership between the two defendants was 
in existence. On 27th August, 1913, shortly after the plaintiffs received 
the bill, the partnership between the two defendants was dissolved. 
By the terms of the agreement of dissolution, the business carried on 
by the partnership, and all the assets from the date of the agreement 
belonged to Bartlett, who was alone entitled to use the name of Bart- 
lett, Kremer & Co. It was provided that neither of the parties should 
be in any way authorized to incur liabilities on behalf of the other 
from the date thereof; and Bartlett covenanted with Kremer that he 
would pay and discharge all debts and liabilities of the firm, whether 
existing or future, and indemnify Kremer against the same. 

By a letter, dated 27th August, signed by both Bartlett and Kremer, 
they informed the plaintiffs of the dissolution, and the provisions of 
the agreement. Plaintiffs replied, on 28th August, that they must 
continue to hold both Bartlett and Kremer jointly and severally liable 
for the obligations plaintiffs had undertaken on their behalf. Shortly 
before llth October, 1913, when the bill of 11th August fell due, 
Bartlett offered the plaintiffs another bill of exchange in place of the 
one then current. This new bill was dated Ist October, 1913, and it 
would become due on 3lst October, 1913. Plaintiffs took the new bill, 
and it was endorsed by the defendant Bartlett as Bartlett, Kremer & 
Co., the name he was now entitled to trade under. This bill, like 
the two previous bills, was drawn upon, and accepted by the French 
company. At the same time, Bartlett asked the plaintiffs not to present 
the bill, dated 11th August, that was then current. In fact, however, 
this bill of 11th August was presented, and was dishonoured, and 
plaintiffs gave Bartlett notice of dishonour with all proper formalities 
as reguired by section 49 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. The last 
bill payable on 31st October was also not paid, but it was not noted or 
protested, and no notice of dishonour was given to either of the defen- 
dants. The plaintiffs brought their action against both Bartlett and 
Kremer, at first on the bill of exchange, dated 1st October, 1913. After- 
wards, they amended the writ, and sued on the bill, dated 11th August, 
1913. The defendant, Kremer, alone defended the action. 

McCarpie, J., said that the first point that arose was whether the 
notice of dishonour given by plaintiffs to Bartlett after the dissolution 
of the partnership in respect of the partnership bill of exchange given 
before the dissolution was a notice not only to Bartlett, but also to 
Kremer. ‘The defendant Kremer contended it was not, and it was true 
that no notice of the dishonour was, in fact, given to the defendant 
Kremer. His lordship, after reading sections 16 and 17 of the Partner- 
ship Act, 1890, said section 38 was of considerable importance. It pro- 
vided that “ after the dissolution of a partnership the authority of each 
partner to bind the firm, and the other rights and obligations of the 
partners, continue, notwithstanding the dissolution so far as may be 
necessary to wind up the affairs of the partnership, and to complete 
transactions begun, but unfinished at the time of the dissolution, but 
not otherwise.’’ The plaintiffs relied on that section. His lordship 
also referred to section 49, sub-section 11, of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882 : ‘‘ Where there are two or more drawers or indorsers who 
are not partners, notice must be given to each of them, unless one of 
them has authority to receive such notice for the others.” On the 
question thus raised, there seemed to be no express reported decision, 
but there were certain authorities which seemed to indicate that such 
a notice would bind the partner who had retired. (He referred to 
judicial observations in Woal v. Braddick (1808, 1 Taunt. 104; Hills 
». Thorougood (1836, 5 L. J. K. B. 214; and Willis v.Green (1843, 5 
Hill 232, New York.) In his lordship’s view both convenience and 
principle supported the conclusion indicated in the decisions referr 
to. The point was apparently taken before Channell, J. It was stated 


in the notes to Chalmer’s Bills of Exchange (8th Ed.), p. 182, that 
notice to one partner after dissolution was sufficient, and an unreported 
decision of Channell, J., was cited as an authority for the proposition. 
His lordship (McCardie, J.) thought the decision of Channell, J., 
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although unreported, was supported by the authorities already cited, 
and he (McCardie, J.) should hold that notice to one partner was 
adequate as notice to both the partners who had previously been carry 
" ing on business together in partnership. The next point taken for 
the defendant Kremer was that on the notice of dissolution to the 
— they were fixed with notice that the defendant Kremer 
ame a surety only as from the date of the dissolution; House v. 
Bradford Banking Company (43 W. R. 78, 1894, A. C. 586. In his 
lordship’s opinion, that contention was right. The headnote stated 
the substance of the decision clearly : ‘“‘ Where two or more are in- 
debted as principals, and it is afterwards agreed between them that 
as between themselves one shall be a surety only, and this agreement 
is made known to the creditor, the rule as to the discharge of a surety 
by giving time to the principal debtor applies.’’ Therefore, Kremer, 
atter 27th August, 1913, was a surety only, and it was contended that 
he had been discharged as surety. The plaintiffs, after the dissolution, 
took from the defendant Bartlett a fresh bill of exchange—namely, the 
bill dated Ist October, 1913, which became due on 3lst October, 1913 
What was the effect of the plaintiffs renewing the bill of lith August? 
It was that the plaintiffs gave time to the defendant Bartlett in 
respect of the bill of 11th August. They cculd not sue upon the 
two bills at the same time; the one excluded their remedy upon the 
other; Gould vy. Robson (1807, 8 East, 576; Chalmer’s Bills of Ex- 
change (8th Ed.), pp. 251-2. The plaintiffs, therefore, gave time to the 
defendant Bartlett, and discharged the defendant Kremer, who was 
only in the position of a surety. His lordship said that, if it were 
necessary, he should accept the further proposition of the counsel for 
Kremer that the conduct of the plaintiffs with regard to the bill of 
Ist October amounted to the destruction of the property ,they pos- 
sessed, and to the benefit of which the surety was entitled. The 
plaintiffs took no steps to realise the assets they possessed, and did 
nothing in respect of that bill. Their rights against Kremer upon the 
bill of 11th August would be entirely gone. Soward v. Palmer (1818, 8 
Taunt. 277) and Peacock v. Purssell (11 W. R. 84, 32 L. J. C. P 
266) were authorities for that proposition ; and they also show that not 
only was the remedy upon the earlier bill gone, but also that the right 
to sue upon the consideration for that bill was gone. This was clearly 
stated in Leake on Contracts (5th Ed.), p. 635. The defendants were 
not the acceptors of the bill, but drawers and indorsers, and therefore 
they were only liable secondarily. In Leake it was put this: “If 
the debtor is only secondarily liable as drawer or indorser, the delivery 
of the bill is a sufficient prima-facte answer to the claim; and it lies 
upon the creditor to account for the non-payment in a way to revive 
the liability of the debtor; for, as holder of the bill, he is bound 
to take all steps necessary to obtain payment, and to preserve the 


honour; in default of which, where it is necessary, the latter is dis 


original debt.’’ : 
Although he (McCardie, J.) had held that one partner might receive, 
after the dissolution of the partnership, notice of dishonour that would 
bind the other partner, he had great doubt, after the argument of the 
defendant Kremer’s counsel, whether the continuing partner had 
authority to waive the presentation of the bill, or the protesting of the 
bill or notice of dishonour. The question would require further 
consideration when it arose for decision. The result was that there 
must be judgment for the defendant Kremer.—Counssi, Powell, K.C 
and Kenelm Preedy, for plaintiffs; Giveen, for defendant Kremer 
Soticrtors, Swepetone, Stone, Barber, &: Ellie; Arthur 8. Joseph. 
[Reported by G. H. Kort, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


The Rent Restriction Act, 1919, 


{In view of the great practical importance of this new Act, which 
came into force at Christmas, and the difficulty experienced by many 
of our subscribers and other practitioners in getting a copy, we print 
it here in full. 

The Statute, of course, will be reprinted in the proper place in the 
complete Series of Statutes, which we print in due course.—Ep., 
S.J.) 

INCREASE OF RENT, ETC. (AMENDMENT) ACT, 1919. 
An Act to amend the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War 

Restrictions) Act, 1915, and the enactments amending that Act, in 


relation to orders for possession and ejectment. 
[23rd December, 1919. 








Be it enacted, &c. :— 

1. Orders jor possession.—{1) After the passing of this Act no order 
or judgment for the recovery of possession of a dwelling-house io 
Which the Increase of Kent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions 
Act, 1915 [5 & 6 Geo. 5., c. 97] (hereinafter called the principal Act), 0 
any of the Acts amending the same applies, or for the ejectment of a 
tenant therefrom, shall be made or given, so long as the tenant con 
tinues to pay rent at the agreed rate as modified by the principal Act 
or any of the Acts amending the same and performs the other con 
ditions of the tenancy, unless— 

(a) the tenant has committed waste or has been guilty of conduct 
which is a nuisance or an annoyance to adjoining or neighbouring 


occupiers, and the court considers it reasonable to make such an 
order or give such judgment ; or 

(6) the tenant, by subletting the dwelling-house or any part 
thereof, or by taking in lodgers, is making a profit which, ating 
regard to the rent paid by the tenant, is unreasonable, and the 
court considers it reasonable to make such an order or give such 
judgment; or 

(c) the premises are reasonably required by the landlord for the 
occupation of himself or some other person in his employ, or ‘n 
the employ of some tenant from him, and the court, after con- 
sidering all the circumstances of the case, including especially the 
alternative accommodation available for the tenant, considers it 
reasonable to make such an order or give such judgment. 

2) At the time of making any order or giving any judgment for 
the recovery of possession of any such dwelling-house or for the 
ejectment of a tenant therefrom, or in the case of any such order or 
judgment which has been made or given, whether before or after the 
passing of this Act, and not executed, at any subsequent time, the 
court may, if the order or judgment was made or given on the ground 
that the premises were reasonably required as aforesaid, stay or sus- 
pend execution thereof, or postpone the date of possession, for such 
period or periods as it shall think fit, either unconditionally or subject 
to such conditions in regard to payment by the tenant of cent or 
mesne profits and otherwise as the court shall think fit, and, if such 
conditions are complied with, the court may, if it shall think fit, 
discharge or rescind such order or judgment, 

(5) Where any order or judgment has been made or given before the 
passing of this Act, but not executed, and in the opinion of the court 
the order or judgment would not have been made or given if this Act 
had been in force at the time when such order or judgment was made 
or given, the court may, on application by the tenant, rescind or vary 
such order or judgment in such manner as the court may think tit 
for the purpose of giving effect to this Act. 

(4) Notwithstanding anything in section one hundred and forty- 
three of the County Courts Act, 1888 [51 & 52 Vict., c. 43], every 
warrant for delivery of possession of a dwelling-house to which the 
principal Act or any Act amending the same applies, shall remain in 
force for three months from the day next after the last day named in 
the judgment or order for delivery of possession or ejectment, and for 
such further period or periods, if any, as the court shall from time 
to time, whether before or after the expiration of such three months, 
direct. 

(5) This Act shall not apply to a dwelling-house let at a rent which 
includes payments in respect of board, attendance, or use of furniture 

(6) In the application of this section to Scotland a reference to 
profits shall be substituted for the reference to mesne profits. 


2. Short title, construction and repeal.|—(1) This Act may be cited 
as the Increase of Rent, &c. (Amendment), Act, 1919, and shal] remain 
in force until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and twenty, and 
shall be construed as one with the principal Act. 

(2) The enactments set out in the schedule to this Act are hereby 
repealed to the extent specified in the third column of that schedule. 


SCHEDULE. 
Section 2, 





Session and 
Chapter. 


—— 
Short Title. | Extent of Repeal 





—— ane — 


5 & 6 Geo. 5, | Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest S. 1 (3). 
c. 97 (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 


The whole Act. 





&c. (Amendment) 


9 Geo. b,c. 7 | Inerease of Rent and Mortgage Interest | S. 5 (2). 
| (Restrictions) Act, 1919 


8 Geo. 5, c. 7 | Increase of Rent, 
| Act, 1918 








Trade Boards Acts, 1909 and 1918. 
BRUSH AND BROOM TRADE BOARD (GREAT BRI'TALN). 


Miniaem Rates or Waces Fixep ron MALe axp FemMaLeE Workers. 
EX¥FECTIVE AS FROM Ist JaNvaRy, 1920." 


In accordance with Regulations made under Section 18 of the Trade 
Boards Act, 1909. by the Minister of Labour and dated 3lat October, 
1918, the Trade Board established in Great Britain under the Trade 
Boards ‘Act, 1918, for the Brush and Broom Trade, as specified in the 
Trade Board (Brush and Broom) Order, 1919, having given due notice 
on 22nd September, 1919, of Proposal to Fix General Minimum Time- 
rates, Piece-work Basis Time-rates and Overtime Rates, hereby give 
notice as required by Section 3 (5) of the Trade Boards Act, 1918, that 
they have Fixed General Minimum Time-rates, Piece-work Basis Time 
rates, and Overtime Rates, and have declared the Normal Number of 
Hours of Work in the trade for the purpose of the application of the 
Overtime Rates, and that the Minimum Rates as fixed are shown in the 
Schedule set out below, which is incorporated herewith, 

And the Trade Board further give notice that they have received 
notification from the Minister of bous that he hae made au Order 
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dated 29th December, 1919, under Section 4 (2) of ithe Trade Boards 
Act, 1918, confirming the Minimum Rates as fixed by the Trade Board 
and specifying 1st January, 1920,* as the date from which such Mini- 
mum Rates shall become effective 

* Nore Should this date not correapot d with the beginning of the 
period for which wages are paid by an employer who pays wages at 
intervals not exceeding seven days, the effectave as 


rates shai] become 


from the beginning of the next full-pay period, but in no case late: 
than 7th January, 1920 
SOH EDULE 
Part I General Vinimum T ume hate for Mal Workers 


A.—For Male Workers of Ql years of age and over who are employed 
in one or more ol the lovowing operations or branches of work and 
who have had not leas than three years’ experience in one or more of 
the following operations’ oF branch of work, that 18 to say: Pan 
(Haw and Bass). Hairs, ** Fimsbing if the work ol all wood 
workers employed in finishing or part-finishing brushes or brooms by 
hand or machine), ‘ Boring ’’ (Hand and Machine Boring), ‘‘ Drawing,’ 
‘Bone Brush Cutting,’ ‘‘ Bone Brush Fashioning,’ “‘ Bone Brush 
Drilling Bone Brush Profiling,’ the manufacture of Artiste’. Medi 
cal, Painting, Whitewash, and Tar Brushes, and brushes not otherwise 
epecified ; ls. 54d. per hour 

B.—For Male Workers of all ages who have served an appre nticeship 
of not less than five years in on or more of the operations ofr 
branches of work specified in paragraph A above : 1s. 54d. per hour. 

Cc For all other Male Workers . 

Workers of 21 years of age and over, 1s. 2d. per hour 
Workers of 20 and under 21 years of age, ls. per how 
Workers of 19 and under 20 years of age, 10d. per hou 
Workers of 18 and under 19 years of age, 8d. per how 


and under 18 years of age, 74d. per hour. 
and under 174 years of aye, 64d. per hour 
and under 17 years of age, 6d. per hour 
and under 165 years of age, 53d. per hour. 
and under 16 years of age, 43d. per hour. 


Workers of 175 
Workers of 17 
Workers of 16) 
Workers of 16 
Workers of 15) 


Workers of 15 and under 15) years of age, 4d. per hour 
Workers of 144 and under 15 years of age, 54d. per hour 
Workers under i4, years of age, 3d. per hour 


Provided that the rates set out in par igraph C above shall not apply 


to apprentices as defined in Part LV of this Schedule. 
PART II 


Section [.—4Jeneral Minimum Time-Rates for Female Workers. 


For workers of 21 years of age and over, 8id. per hour 
For workers of 18 and under 21 years of age, 8d. per hour 
For workers of 175 and under 18 years of age, 74d. per hour. 
For workers of 17 and under 174 years of age, 65d. per hour. 
For workers of 164 and under 17 years of age, 6d. per hour, 
For workers of 16 and under 16) years of age, 54d. per hour. 
For workers of 155 and under lo years of aye, 43d. per hour. 
For workers of 15 and under 15} years of age, 4d. per hour. 
For workers of 144 and under 15 years of age, 34d. per hour. 
For workers under 14) years of age, 3d. per hour 
Provided that in the case of any worker who enters the trade for 
the first time at or over the age of 16 years, and who is employed 
on time work, the minimum rates payable during the worker's first 
twelve months’ employment shall be the respective minimum rates 
appropriate to a worker in the immediate junior age group as set out 


above, in lieu of the rates otherwis ppl ible 

Provided also that the rates set out in this section shall not apply 
to female workers of 16 years of age and over, who enter the trade 
for the first time after Ist January, 1920, and 


(1) Are employed in learning any one of the following branches 


on ol 


of the trade, that is to say Polishing by hand, drawing by 
hand, shaving brush making, enamel brush making, bone brush 
drilling, machine filling, by an employer who provides the workers 
with reasonable facilities for such learning; and 
(2) Have received a certificate from, or have been registered 
with, the Trade Board in accordance with rules laid down trom 
time to time by the Trade Board 
Section 11.—Piece-Work Bass T'wme-Hates for Female Workers 
(2) For Female Workers other than Home-Workers, 94d. per 
hour 
(6) For Female Home-Workers, 9jd. per hour. . 
In the case of all female workers employed on Piece-work, each 


Piece-rate paid shall be such as will yieid, in the circumstances of the 
case, ngt less than 9jd. an hour to an ordinary worker. 


Part I1ll.—Overtime Rates for Male and Female Workers whether 
Employed on Time-Work or on Piece-Work ‘ 


Section 1.—In accordance with Section 3 (i) (c) of the Trade Boards 
Act, 1918, the Trade Board declare the normal number of hours of 
work in the trade to be as follows 

In any week, 48 
On any day (other than Saturday), 9 
On Saturday, 5 


Provided that all hours worked on Sundays and on customary 


Public and Statutory Holidays shall be regarded as Overtime to which 
the Overtime Rates shall apply. 





Section TI1.—The minimum rates for Overtime in respect of hours 
worked by a worker (so far as is allowed under the Factory and 
Workshop Acts), whether engaged on Time-work or on Piece-work in 
excess of the declared normal number of hours, shall be as follows, 
that is to say: 

(a) For the first two hours’ overtime on any day, except Sun- 
days and Customary Public and Statutory Holidays, the Over- 
time Rate shall be tquivalent to time-and-a-quarter, that is to 
say, one-and-a-quarter times the minimum rate otherwise 
applicable. 

(+) For overtime after the first two hours of overtime on any 
day, except Sundays and Customary Public and Statutory 
Holidays, the Overtime Rate shall be equivalent to time-cnd@ 
half, that is to one-and-a-half times the minimum rate 
otherwise applicable. 

(c) For all time worked on Sundays and Customary Public and 
Statutory Holidays, the Overtime Rate shall be equivalent to 
double-time, that is to say, twice the minimum rate otherwise 
applicable 

(d) For all hours worked in any week in excess of 48, the Over- 
time Rates shall be time and-a-quarter, except in so far as higher 
Overtime Rates are payable under the provisions of paragraph 2 
(b) and (c) above. 

Provided that where it is or may become the established practice 
of an employer only to require attendance on five days a week, the 
Overtime Rates shall only be payable where on any day the number of 
hours worked exceeds 95. 

Provided also that where it is or may become the established 
practice of an employer to require attendance only on alternate Satur- 
days, the normal number of hours of work for the week in which 
attendance on Saturday is required shall he deemed to be 50. 


PART IV. 

Section I1.—For the purpose of this Notice the expression ‘‘ home 
worker ’’ means a worker who works in his or her own home or im 
any other place not under the control or management of the employer. 

Section 11.—For the purpose of this Notice the expression ‘* appren- 
tices ’’ means indentured apprentices and unbound learners employed 
under an agreement, written or verbal, providiag for the proper in- 
struction of the learner in one or more of the operations or branches 
of work specified in Part I. (A) above, and the expression ‘* appren- 
ticeship ’’ shall have a corresponding meaning. 

PART V. 

Section 1.—The respective minimum rates set out in this Se hedule 
shall apply, subject to the provisions of the Trade Boards Acts and 
of this Notice, to all workers (including home workers) in Great 
Britain who are employed during the whole or any part of their 
time in any branch of the trade specified in the Trade Boards (Brush 
and Broom) Order, 1919, that is to say, the manufacture of brushes 
(other than feather brushes) or brooms; 

Including the following operations, where all or any of them are 
carried on in association with or in conjunction with the manufacture 
of such brushes or brooms :— 

(a) The drafting, dressing or mixing of bass, whisk, or similar 
fibres, or animal bristles or hair, and the working of wood, bone, 
ivory, or celluloid ; 

(6) All finishing, warehousing, packing, or other operations in- 
cidental to or appertaining to the manufacture of such brushes or 

' brooms ; 

But excluding the following operations :— 

The sawing and turning of wood as a preliminary operation to the 
manufacture of such brushes or brooms, the making of metal parts, 
and the mounting of brushes with metal or tortoiseshell backs. 

Provided that the rates shall not apply to workers employed as 
carmen, engineers, powermen, enginemen, or stokers. 

Section I1.—The minimum rates set out in this Schedule shall be 
paid clear of all deductions other than deductions under the National 
Insurance Act, 1911, as amended by any subsequent enactments, oF 
deductions authorized by any Act to be made from wages in respect 
of contributions to any superannuation or other provident fund. 

Section J11.—The minimum rates set out in this Schedule are with- 
out prejudice to workers who are earning higher rates of wages. 

Dated this thirty-first day of December, 1919. 


Board of Trade Order. 
PITWOOD REVOCATION ORDER, 1920. 

Whereas under the powers conferred upon them under Regulatioas 
2r and 233 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations the Board of 
Trade by Order dated 10th April, 1919, entitled the Pitwood Order, 
1919, prohibited any dealing with pitwood as therein defined ex ept 
under and subject to the provisions of the said Order : 

And whereas it appears expedient to the Board of Trade to revoke 
the said Order : 

Now therefore the Board of Trade, in exercise of all powers there 
unto them enabling, do by this Order revoke the Pitwood Order, 1919, 
as and from the 2nd day of January, 1920. 

This Order shall be entitled The Pitwood Revocation Order, 1920. 

Dated this 2nd day of January, 1920. 
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Revenue Orders. 
FINANCE (No. 2) ACT, 1915. FINANCE ACT, 
ACT, 1917. FINANGE ACT, 1918. FINAN 
PART ILI.—EXOBDSS PROFITS DUTY. 
No. of Case 216. 
WROUGHT IRON, 
ORDER OF THE BoaRD or REFEREES. 


Messra. W. B. Peat & Co., of 11, 


the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 


percentage as respects the class of trade or business 


that is to say : 


“‘The business of manufacturing wrought iron, 
its conversion into bars, hoops, strips, 


or sheets,”’ 


and the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
the Board of Referees appointed for the pi mrpose of 
Acts by the Treasury, and the Board having 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue by their éuly sonaited represent 
tives upon the merits of the said applicatior 


the case 


January, 1917, to 7 per cent., 


cent., plus 1 per cent. 


with the addition, in cases 1 and 2 (b) for a 
after the thirty-first day of December, 
urposes of sub-section (1) of section forty-one of, 

, Il. of the Fourth Schedule to, the principal J 





lronmonger-lane, 
London, and Messrs. Moores, Carson & Watson, 
greet, Glasgow, chartered accountants, ‘ 
firms and associations, made application under Gestion 42 
Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915 (hereinafter called “ 


hereinafter defined, 


wire rods, sections, 


referred the case t 


The Board doth order that as from the commence ment of the Prine ipa 
Act, the statutory percentage as respects the c 
hereinbefore defined shall be increased : 

1. In the case of any trade or business carried on or owned by 

a company or other body corporate to 7 per cent. ; 

2. In the case of any other trade or business :— 
(a) for accounting periods ending j 
plus 1 per cent. ; 
(6) for accounting periods ending 
of December, 1916, to 7 per cent., 
that for the purposes of sub-section 
of the principal Act the statutory 


plus 2 per cent. ; 


and paragraph 4 





Societies. 
Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund. 
(Registered under the War Charities Act, —e 


The following donations, which, with those 
tring the amount of the fund up to a sum of £43,090 17s ; 


received or promised : 


Amounts received from country solicitors 


remainder are from London solicitors. 


Roney & Co. 

T. 8. Curtis (second payment) 
H. B. Hopgood : 
Clarke, Clarke, & Square 


Members of the Sunderland Incorporated 


Society (Limited), Sunderland 
H. M. F. White sal wa 
Bleaymire & Shepherd, Penrith 
Cooper, Bake, Roche, & Fettes 
J. E. Walker é 
Boxall & Kempe, Bri ghton 
Executors of the late J. A. Girling 
R. H. Parratt ' ; 
= _ Whiteley Wilkin 

B. Guirling 
y" M. Walter . 
W. J. Bannehr, Purley 
Major R. H. Whitcombe, Bewdley 
H. E. Girling 
H. J. Sedgwick 
W. D. Lees 
A. R. Rule 
A. Malcolm , 
R. W. Whitcombe, Bewdley 
The Master, A. F. Ridsdale 


G. P. Voss ... 

C. W. Vincent, Ryde, I. of W 
J. W. Spencer, Halifax 

G. H. Marks, Halifax 

G. Huntriss, Halifax 

H. Boocock, Halifax 

P. Saunders, Halifax 


8S. Freeman, Halifax 
R. Kenworthy, Halifax 


_ ~ 
oo 


MNO NHOHONHONHOOMOaAMOoOCoOs) 
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NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 

Correspondence Invited. 
SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 














‘or eac 100 *urchase Money. 
Aus net lew tFor each £100 of Purchase Money 
than Females. Males. 
60 £3 10 6 £9 910 
65 918 6 ll 210 
70 11 29 10 13 8 6 
‘* A strong, well-managed concern.” —Financial Tomes 


“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the pres nt 
generation.”’—IJnsurance News 

‘One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain. —_ 
Impressions. 

‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 
CENTURY throughout its career. '—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





Sau <€ 
L. Rhode Halitax 010 6 
Land & Foster, Halifax U0 10 6 
lL) Garsed, Halitax 010 © 
Dickons & Axed, Halifax 0 10 6 
A. ©. Akeroyd, Halifax 010 6 
E. N Whitley, Halifax 010 6 
J. R. Farrar, walifax 010 6 
James Clarkson & Son, Halifax 010 6 
Longbotham & Sons, Halifax 010 6 
G. M. Riley, Halifax 010 6 
W. Midgiey, Halifax 010 6 
E. A. Steele, Halitax 010 6 
C. 8S. Walker, Halifax * 010 6 
P. R. Gray, Halifax 010 6 
W. Bailey, Halifax 010 6 
L. Storey, Halifax 010 6 
J W Pickles, Halifax 010 6 
E. Booth, Halifax 010 6 
J. H. Helliwell, Halifax a 010 6 
J. Mitchell, Halifax 010 6 
E. W. Norris, Halifax 010 6 

Further donations to the Memorial Fund should be sent to the 


clerk to the trustees, Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund, Law Society's 
Hall, Chancery lane London, W YU 2 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held 
at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 8th inst Mr. A 
( »pson Peake in the hair, the other directors present being Sir Wil 
liam Bull, and Messrs. A. G. Gibson, E. F. Knapp-Fisher, and M. A, 
Tweedi 


Grants to the amount of £495 were made in poor and deserving 
cases, fifteen new members were admitted, and other general business 
transacted 


Housing and the Rates. 


No Burden from Future Deficits. 


The Minister of Health, at the expressed wish of the House of Com- 
mons, has revised the regulations governing the payment of State aid 
to local authorities in the event of loss in the future on housing 
schemes The fear was prevalent among members of many local 
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authorities that if they were unable to secure what was deemed to be 
& proper economic rent they would be penalised on the rates. 

The revised regulations, which will shortly be issued, will make it 
ctear that, while the rent to be arrived at and to be secured if pos 
sible by 1927 is one which will give a fair economic return on the then 
cost of building, yet if it is not found reasonably possible to obtain 
such a rent the local authority will not be penalised, and the difference 
will not fall on the rates. So that the housing of the working classes 
may be put on a self-supporting basis as soon as possible, however, the 
local authorities will be expected at all times to obtain the best rent 
which can reasonably be asked. 

Any difference between the Minister and the local authority with 
regard to the rent to be charged will be referred to a standing tribunal, 
which will consist of five members—two appointed by the Minister, 
two by associations of local authorities, with an independent chairman 
appointed by these four. It is further provided that the State subsidy 
on housing schemes will be revised every ten years after 1927, instead 
of being finally fixed in that year. 

The new regulations also allow an extended period for the comple 
tion of schemes for slum clearance. These schemes must now be com- 
pleted within six years, or such further period as the Minister may 
allow, instead of within three years as under the former regulations. 
Reasonable progress must, however, be shewn within four years. 











Obituary. 
Mr. T. Pallister Young, B.A., LL.B. 


Mr. Tuomas Pattrster Younc, of 29, Mark-lane, London, the 
senior partner in the firm of Young & Sons, died of pneumonia on 
Monday last, the Sth inst., after nearly six weeks’ illness 

Mr. Young was born in September, 1842, graduated in Arts and 
Laws at the London University, and was admitted in 1866. He then 
joined in partnership his late father, Mr. Thomas Young (himself the 
son of a Thomas Young, a solicitor, who started practice on his own 
account at 29, Mark-lane in 1816), when the old name of Young & 
Son was revived. Later, when Dr. Arthur Young joined the firm, in 
1869, it become Young & Sons, which it has since remained. At the 
time of his death Mr. T. Pallister Young was in partnership with his 
brothers, Mr. Walter Young and Mr. Howard Young, — with his 
son, Mr. Arthur Tayler Young. 

A most assiduous and sound commercial and family lawyer, Mr. 
Young at the same time found leisure for numerous and wholly dis- 
interested activities. He was for many years a leader in the parish 
matters of St. Olave, Hart-street (Samnel Pepys’ Church). He took a 
leading part in the restoration of the building and the endowment of 
four Guaghter churches. He was warmly interested in temperance 
reform and in Liberal politics, and was an active Unitarian in thought 
He was a City guardian for many years, and served as chairman all 
the leading committees—ill-health prevented him from serving as chair 
man of the Board. But he was keenly interested in the City’s Han 
well Schools. There he will be greatly missed, not only by the chil 
dren, many of whom he knew, but by the boys and girls who had 
been through the schools, including many of the 500 boys who served 
in the late war 

Mr. Young married in 1871 Marion Elizabeth, only daughter of the 
late Dr. Caleb Tayler, who has survived him. He leaves, in addition 
to Mr. A. T. Young, two sons, Dr. Graham Pallister Young, of King’s 
Heath, and Pallister Young, of Calcutta, and ong daughter. His loss 
will be mourned, too, by many clients and friends. 











Legal News, 
New Year Honours for Solicitors, 


To be a peer, Rippers, Str Georcr Attarpice, Bart., was admitted 
in 1888 and practises at 8, Bouverie-street, E.C. 4. He received the 
honour of Knighthood in 1909 and was created a baronet in 1918. Sir 
George is the vice-chairman of the Newspaper Proprietors’ Association 
(Limited), and was in charge of the British and Colonial Press through 
out the Conference in Paris. 


To be knights : Cartwert, Harry, of the firm of Messrs. W. Banks 
& Co., Preston, Mayor of Preston, 1913-1919. He was admitted in 
1893. Fowtxnr, (itonce Jerrorp, of the firm of Fowler. Legg, & Young, 
of 13, Bedford-row, W.C. 1. He was admitted in 1879 and is a J.P 
for the county of Surrey. Kay, Ronert Newparp, of York, Sheriff of 
York 1914-5, Chairman of Recruiting Committee. He was admitted 
in 1893. Kesteven, Cuantes Henry, Solicitor to the Government of 
India, Calcutta, was admitted in 1890, and was formerly a member of 
the firm of Dickinson & Kesteven, of 22, Laurence Pountney-lane, E.C 
Stone, Cuaries, of 41, Moorgate-street, F.C Nine times elected 
Mayor of Greenwich. He was admitted in 1872. 


To be C.V.0., Bets, Str James, was admitted in 1888, and has been 
Town Clerk of the City of London since 1902. He was Assistant 
Town Clerk of Birmingham 1891-1894, and Town Clerk of Leicester 
1894-1902. 








Appointments. 


The Minister of Labour has appointed Mr. Crrve Lawrence, barris 
ter-at-law, of the Middle Temple, to be Solicitor, and Mr. L. Granvitis 
Ram, barrister-at-law, of the Inner Temple, to be Assistant Solicitor 
to the Ministry of Labour. 

The Attorney-General thas appointed Mr. Cecir W. Latzey, of the 
Middle Temple, to- be Junior Counsel to the Ministry of Labour in 
the place of Mr. Clive Lawrence, resigned. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 
Artuurn WiGHTMAN and Bensamix ARTHUR WIGHTMAN, solicitors 
(Broomhead, Wightman, & Moore), 14, George-street, Sheffield. 


Dec. 31. (Gazette, Jan. 9. 


Tuomas Ronert PENNINGTON and Dantex Hieson, solicitors (Penning 
ton & Higson), 36, Dale-street, Liverpool. Jan. 12. In future such 
business will be carried on by the said Daniel Higson alone at %, 
Dale-street aforesaid, under the same style of “‘ Pennington & Higson.” 

(Gazette, Jan. 13. 


Business Changes. 


Messrs. HammMonp Crank & Co. (Mr. Frederick Hammond Clark 
and Mr. J. Kennett Brown, M.A. (Oxon.)), of 11, Great St. Helens, 
Bishopsgate, London, have taken into partnership Mr. Gerarp W. 
Daman, M.A. (Oxon.), formerly of Lincoln’s Inn, barrister-at-law 
(called to the Bar, 1909), who has lately been admitted to the solicitor 
branch of the profession. This is in pursuance of an agreement that 
was come to in 1914. On the outbreak of the war Mr. Daman joined 
the Army, and was only demobilized in the month of February, 1919. 
The style of the firm will in future be “ Hammond Clark & Daman.”’ 

Messrs. Presse & Sons (Mr. Montagu Piesse and Mr. Stanley Piesse), 
of 15, Old Jewry-chambers, London, have admitted into partnershi 
Mr. Frank Herron Stevens, who lately has been associated wi 











them. The firm’s name will remain unchanged. 
Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRnt Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rova. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday Jan. 19 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ..... 20 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Wednesday .. 21 Synge Jolly Farmer Charch 
Thursday ... 22 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Friday....... 23 Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Saturday .... 24 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, Mr. Justice 
° ASTBURY. PETERSON. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Mcnday Jan. 19 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Jolly Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge 
Tuesday ...... 2 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Wednesday.... 21 Goldschmidt Blozam Leach Borret 
Thursday .... Leach Borrer Charch Goldschmidt 
Friday ........ 3 Charch Goldschmidt Farmer Leach 
Farmer Leach Jolly Church 


Saturday .... 24 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in Cmancerr. 

London Gazette.-Fripvar, Jan. 9. 


Swirt Coorrrace Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 14, to send 
in their names and ackiresses, With particulars of their debts or claims, to W. 
Rowland Waller, 164-167, Temple-chmbrs., Temple-av., liquidator. 

Liverroot aNp Hamsvre Streamsair Co. Lrp.—Oreditors are required, on or before 
Jan. 22, to send their nemes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Alaistair Ourrie and John MacMartia Currie, 158, Fenchurch-st., 
liquidators 

W. H. Bores, Lrv.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 31, to send their 
nemes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
William Archer Hiret, 28, Queen-st., Albert-sq., Manohester, liquidator. 

Bara Asseusty Rooms Co., Lrp-—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 20, to 
send in their names end addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Francis Henry Milsom, Audley (Lodge, Audley Park-rd., Bath, liquidator 

Tovemam any District Coa Scrrty Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on oF 
before Feb. 17, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Oscar Berry, Monament House, Menument-st., liquidator. 

ComPa@n ik AUSTRALLENNE-Bator, L9p.—Creditors are required, on or before March 1, 
to send their names ond addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, 
to W. Newman Howard, Norfolk House, 38. Norfolk-st.. Strand, liquidator 

NICHOLSON's ‘lowaer Co., Lrp.—-Creditore are required. on or before Feb. 19, 
eond in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
H. Chamberlin, 13, Queen-st., Great Yarmouth, liquidator. 

Joux THomnrwitt, & Sox, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 12, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, te 
J. Ernest Pritchard, 115, Colmore-row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

Arkican Ons ConceyTRATION Srnpicats, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb. 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte 
or <laims, to John Stocker, 701, Salisbury-house, liqui r. 

Casapias One Concerteation, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. ®, 
to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, 


ta 


to John Stocker, 701, Salisbury-house, liquidator. 
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araree Go. (Maycurstss), Lrp.—Creditors are requi 

es. & to send in their names end addresses, with pertioulers of their ¢laime | 
or debts, to William Bateman, 36, St. Petersgate, Stockport, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitep in CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Tvtspar, Jan. 13. 


Drcness Grixxixo Co., Ltp.—Oreditors are required, on or before Feb. 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulers of their debts or claims, to 
Jahn Roberts Lord, Duchess Spinning Co., Ltd., Duchess Mill, Shaw, Lic uidator 

Faxexmam Crown Hover Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 25, to 
semi their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, 
to Willby John Smith, Wells-rd., Fakemham, Norfolk, liquidator. 

Sgotton Bros., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 34, to eend their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Doviah 
Tanfield, 109, Colmore-row, Birmingham, liquidator 

New Beitisa ENercisep Tree Stnpicate, Lro.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb. 23, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of their 
debts or claims, to Percy Henry Ward, 42, Wigmore-st., liquidator. 

Liverroot asp Hamecec Steamsair Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 


Jon. 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts | 


or claime, to Alastair Currie and John MacMartin Currie, 158 Fenchureh-st., 
liquidators. 

National Horsertesa Eixrort Association, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan. 35, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of thetr 
debts or claime, to Perey Nicholson, &, Upper Thames-st., liquidator. 

Tuomas TAYLOR (Shaw), LtD.—Creditors ae required, on or before Feb. 34, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars af their debts or claims, to 
Harold Hague, 2, Waterioo-st.. Oldham, liquidator 

Lage France Srxpicate, Ltp.—Creditors are reqovired, on or before Feb. 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Joshua Fellowes Brown, 29,-Great St. Helens, liquidator 

Ericsson Suirrinc Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to Percy 
Farbridge Ward, 27, Mosley-st.. Newoastle-upon-Tyne, liquidator 

Vicrornta Ptctcre Taeatres (1911), Lrp-—Creditors are required, on oF before 
Jan. 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 

+ or claims, to Richard Clark, 438, Corn Exchange-biigs., Manchester, liquidator. 

Inismere Steam Suirerxe Co.. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 15, 
to send their namee and addresses, and the partioulare of their debts or claims, 
te Alfred Octavius Hedley, 43, West Sunniaide, Sunderland, liquidator 

Coronnape THeataes, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 20, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
J. Sedgwick, 36, St. Mery's<ate, Derby, liquidator 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY 


Biackwoop aND Fizerwoop Trameosap Co.—Crollitors are required, on or before 
Jan. Sl, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John Cameron, 75, Red Bank-rd., Bispham-with-Norbreck, near 
Blackpool. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Jan. 9. 


Kent-Lacey Studios, Ltd. 
Lyric Theatre Oo. (Manchester), Ltd 
United Rhodesia Gold Fields, Ltd. 
; Co., Ltd. 
Estate ©o., Ltd. 
Probst Hanbury & Co., Ltd 
Canadian Ore Concentration, [4d Roath Hall Co., Ltd 
African Ore Concentration Syndicate, Hull Lawn Tennis and Croquet Club 
Ltd. Ltd. 
Mills Equipment Co., Ltd Oopster Mill, Ltd. 
T. Ohesters & Son, Ltd. Oktham Twist Co., Ltd 
Borhat Tea Co., Ltd. Malta Mill Co., Ltd. 
rcial Bank of London, Ltd. Abbott's Emery Mines, Ltd 
Perim Steamship Co., Ltd. Bartons & Cole, Ltd. 
New Park Motor Cab Co., Ltd Oxley Park Golf Clab, Ltd. 
Curran Metals & Mumitions Co., Ltd Woodhouse Picture Palace, Ltd. 
Holme Electric Co., Ltd. Margarine Trade Syndicate, Ltd 
New Leh Chin Mine, Ltd. Port of Manchester Marine Insurance 
4. W. Potter & Co., Ltd. Co., Ltd, 


Padiham Amusements, Ltd 

United Picture Co. (St. Helens), Ltd 

Oxford Picturedrome (St. Helens) 1917 
Co., Ltd. 

Oldhath Cotton Spinning Co., Ltd 

-Davy & Fletcher, Ltd 


London Gazette.—Tvurarar, Jan. 13. 


Pipe Motors (England), Ltd. P. Williams & Sone (Furnaces), Ltd. 
Yare Steam Shipping Oo., Ltd. Bangor Women's Hostel Co., Ltd. 
t ton Skating Rink, Ltd. E. Wallis Syndicate, Ltd. 
Aplin & Son, Ltd. Blazo Manufacturing Co. (1915), Ltd. 
le Picture House, Ltd. Maison Flora (Eastbourne), Ltd. 


red, on or before | 








Duchess Spinning Co., Lad. 

Leander Steamship Co., Ltd 

Iriemere Gteam Shipping Co., Ltd 

B. Dyeon & Sons, . 

Victoria Picture ‘Theatres (1911), Ltd. 
Melling Steam Trawling Co., Lid 
Shotton Bros, Ltd 

Thamas Taylor (Shaw), Ltd 

New British Energised Tyre Syndicate, 


T. & M. Plowman, Ld. 

Robert Heath & Sons, Ltd. 

Ericsson Shi Co., Lad. 
Nottingham Corn Exchange Oo., Ltd. 
C. H. Powell, Ltd. 

Swansea Fuel Oo., Lad. 

East Anglia Steam Fishing Co., Ltd. 
West End Mills Go., Ltd. 

Hessic Road Picture Palace, Ltd. 
Maltina Bakeries, Lta. 


LAd. 
J. R. Haghes, Ltd 
Grephite Plumbago Crucible Co., Ltd, 
Pembrokeshire Estates Co., dtd. 





Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar oF Ciasim. 
London Gazette.—Trespat, Jan. 13 
Dicatvson, Omantes Joux, ‘‘ Kenmore,’ Whitsteple read, Canterbury. 
Sergant, J. Northwood Rawlins, 3, Gray's Inn-square, London 


Feb. ®. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Dat or Chaim 


London Gazette.-FRripay, Jan. 9 


ALDERSON, James, Southport. Feb. 10. Parkinson, Slack & Needham, Manchester. 
Batmronta, Sana;:, Farniey, Leeds. Feb. B. lapton & Faweett, Leeds 
Batcanp, Euitt Hannierr, Clarence-ter., Regent's Park. Feb. 7. Peake, Bid, 


Collins & Co., 6, Bedford-row. 


Bincs, Frances, Lawerne, Switeerand. Feb. B. Waterhouse A Co., 1, New-ct., 
Lineoln's Inn. 
Buss, Sir Heney Witt, B.C.1.E., Abingdon, Berks Feb. 10 Rundle & 


Margaret's House, 9, lronmonger-lane, Cheapside 
Harrison & Burton, Liver 


Habrow, St 
Bovmenney, Maroarat ANN, Liverpool, Feb. B. J 


ool 


Briper, Jvutia, Upper Norwood. Feb. 2). Chandler, Somers & Boulton, 8 Now- 
t.. Lincoln's Inn. 
Brrpr, Avstyy Horton, Westbournegdns. Fel. 17. Calvert & Son, Leeds, 


Browne, GeorGt Bocastox, Doncaster. Marah 5. Bischoff, Coxe & Co., 4, Great 
W inchester-st 

Berevury, Lieut.(ol. Francis Witttam, Barnsley. Fob. 
61, Carey-st., Lincoln's Ina 

CURRAN, JOHN, Sneinton Dale, Nottingham. Feb. 12 
ham 

pe Baers, Vicrom Grittarus, Finsbury Perk. Feb. 1. H. H 
Paternoster-row. 

Dormer, Hexer, Ihornborough, Bucks. Feb. 28. 
Bustard 


Leighton & Savory, 
Hunt & Dickins, Notting 
Welle & Sons, VW, 


Pettit, Walton & Co., Leighton 


Epwanps, Erarrprip Marr Aywe, Kensington. Feb. 9. James, James & Hatoh, 
Wreszham 
Fiatat, Capt. Taroporr, Victoria-sq. Feb. 16. Ralph ©. Leach & Co., 10, St. 


Helen 'e-pl. 
Gareerr, THomas James, Blackwell, 
Phillips, Stratford-on-.Avon 
Gantsipt, Mary, Mossiey, Lamos. Jen. 31. F. H. & W. Wordey, Stalybridge 
Grer, Sanam Kvtzasera, Alnwick. Feb. 5, Dickson, Archer & Thorp, Alnwick. 
Harrier, E.tex, Stoke Newington. Feb. 16. Stones, Morris & Stone, 41, Moor. 
gnte-st 
Hay, James, Isle of Ely, Cambs, Farmer. Feb. 7 
Hewett, Surg.Com. Georer, Eardieley, Hereford. Feb. 4 
Portsmouth. 
Hover, Harry, Rayleigh, Vasex. Fob. 9 
Houttayp, Tom WILKINSON, Cheney, Northampton 
Banbury 


near Tredington, Worcester. Jan. SH. J. KR. 





H. B. Hartley, Whittlesey 
Hobbs & Brutton, 


Gibson A Welklon, 27 
Feb. 3 


Chanecry -lane. 
Pellatt & Pellatt, 


Hower, Gronoe SHeRwoop, and Constancy Many Henter, Newlyn. Feb. 1. T. H. 
& J. B. Cornish, Pensance. 
Hvouss, Faeperic, Irimpley, near Bewdley, Worcester, Feb. B. G. A. Weston, 


Kidderminster. 

Kerser, Hemmanve Aron, Amsterdam. Feb. 7. 
Gregory, @, London-wall. 
KIRkianD, Evizapera, Kexby, Lincoln 
Loveress, Gtornoxa, Claghanil? Feb. 7. 

Cannon-st. 


Herbert Smith, Goss, King and 


Feb. 7. Robbs & Bell, Gainsborough 
Lendon & Carpenter, 31, Budge-row, 


Lorxty, Gronor, West Hampstead. Feb. 1. Hilder, Thompson & Dunn, 36, 
Jermyn-+t., St. James's. 

Lovapex, ANNIE, Sheffield. Feb. &. Alderson, Son & Dust, Sheffield 

Luxp, Epwanp James, Newton Heath, Manchester, House Furnisher. Feb. &. 


Cabbett, Wheeler & Cobbett, Manchester. 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lt. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL 6 or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’ 


FIDELITY, GLASS 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of Pp ROF ITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is ee mest complete Policy ever offered to householder, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS 








IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
Licensed Property settled by Counse., will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: 24 MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Broughton -in-Furne 
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Jane & Patten, Redh 
( Livery 
on & Webber, 2 “%. Helen's-pl., 
Broad 


verpool 


Bell 


Feb. 17. W. H. Draper. I 
rn Maker. Fe 14. H. W 


Son & Dust, Sheffield 
Robert Innee, Manchester 
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nder-Lyn 

Pritie Jawes r d re tu Yraufor 0, Chancery 


ane 


Dixon, Ward & Dixon, 1, Lancaster 
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Ashton 


War 
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Wraps 


ELFORD. JOSEPH re . ‘el } t dson & Barugh 
a hor 
ILKINSON Tor’ 

& Son, Newonstle 
1LKIN Wi 
Liverpool 
Wicksam, Groner 
oq unre 


Brown 


TAME 1 le- apo V erchs ohert 
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AGFLASTO Tous Wremart 
(hear - w Vine 
Saman, ‘leiewn 
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Farrire. Pency Warr. Me 

Rarcnrron, Wiettam Pr 
Bank -chmbr 547 9 
Fravers Arerstrs 
Robinson & Milr 5 
Rrenor Wewry. Pie 
Trraresrorp, Jame r 
Cuew Tosrren Toot 


ALLIS 
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& Avimer, Newmar 
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n) 
Tonesow Tr 
JONES Frenert 


Kvrenr, Tarr. Leicester 
Ord 
Woop 


ahe 


Jan. S 
Warwick 
Pet 


Blackley 
Jan. 7 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London 


Clasette ster 
TouN THOWAS 
vonT wne 
ERNrst 


Jen. 5 


FLYNN 
ATIONS Newenstle-ur 
Preston Vace (rarer? 
Oxford. Pet 
Wartxer, Josern 
Merchant 
Ord. Jan. 6 
Ricken ALrern 
Driver Rr 
Warn Sawrer STarrry 
Sheffield. Pet. Jan. 5 
Amended Notice substituted 
London Gasette « 
Colohester 
Nov. 12, 


ADIU DIT 
’ 
Lan = 
> 


Circe, Loneridge 
Ord. Jan 
Potton, Beds 
Ord 


Berrow 
Pet. Jan. 2 
Derr ARTHUR 
Redford Pet. Jan. 1 
Granov. Reerwatp Pracervat, BReaufort.mr rnalist 
Hich Court Pet. Nov. 10. Ord 
Haceanp Testrr, Tottenham, Civ 1 Fn 
ton Pet. Sept. M. Ord. Nec, 19 
LAMYMAN Anracr. Dunston Fen. T 
Hornn Nee, 30. Ord D 
Nerraow, J sden Higt 
Oct. 7. Ord 
Srnoctrorr. Leo. C 
Ord, Jon 
Trowarn, Farr 
Court Pet. Nov 


Amended 


Merc} 


ant 
Preston 


Jou 
heater 


astle 
T 


Epira 
Ord 


Dent 


High ane 


irzon-st 


Riper, Hendon 

4. Ord. Jan. 1 
substituted for 
Gazette of Sept 
Gloucest : 
June 2 Ord. S« 


Notice that 
London 
Eres? 


Pet 


Covestrr, G. Sr. J 
Bankruptey-bldgs.. 
LawyMix, ARTHUR. 
Tan, 2 at 12. Off. Ree 
Kwrenty Daisy, Isicester 
9 Bteebice-st.. Leicester 
Firxsw, Jon~ THomss 
Jan. Zi at ll. Of 
upon-Tyne 
Ricearp, Atrrep Jon 
Wiseer. @rpner Crete. Bury St. Edmunde, Cvole Re Driver. Jen. 19 at 
pairer. Bury St. Edmunds. Pet. Jan Ord. st.. Rochester 
Jan. 7 GREENBERG 
Ilford, Essex, Company Direco- ford, 


Bats, Atezrt Fpwarp, 
tor. Ohelmsford. Pet. Deo, 12. Ord. Jan. 5, at 3. Of 


Brera 


High ¢ 


Marsmatt 
Park 


vurt 


Lendon Gazette Fripay, Jan 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


Coventny, G. St. J., Haymarket. High Court. Pet 


Dec. 2. Ord. Jan. 6 


oO 
Tursmar. Jan. ¢ a 


Pet 


Ord 
Arrare Prvrwrn 
and 


Dartford 

Pot 

Sheffield 
Ord 


f Nov 
Colchester 
1919 

FIRST MEETINGS 
Haymarket 
Oarey-st 
Dunston 


Jan 


Hebbarn 
Rec., 


Dartford. Kent 
11.390 


Marcos ARTHUR 
Waternroof Garment Manufacturer. Jan. 19 
Reo,, Byrom-st., chester 


LaARwoop, Enaam Groner, and Jutrm Euma 
8. Matthews, Swaffham, Norfolk 
Lascasten, Harererr Jaws Cuantorre, Malvern. 

John-st., Bedford-row. 
LaNewortnr, Vircest Urrow, Horton, Iiminster, Somerset. 
Thninster. 
Marsmatt. Caristoruer Heminewar, Elland, Yorks, Contractor. 
& Midgley, Halifax. 
Marwoop, Jane Evtzanern, Harome, near Helmsley, Yorke 
Middlesbrough 
Masters, Witttam, Dover. Feb. 28 
Mrapows, ARrTucr Every, Cambridge, 
Cambridge 
THomas, Trimdon Grange, Durham, Colliery Engineman. 
Bell. West Hartlepool 
Ortvrer, Rev. Canon Daceres, Salisbury 
Puitties, Freep, Cairo, Egypt, Tailor. 
72, Gresham-house 
Sexton, Bexsamix, Hoylandswaine, Yorke 
son, Penistone 
Showers, Epwarp Mera, 
Wartnaby, The Sanctuary, Westminster Abbev 
Saertock, Jonny Hinpriry, and Mary Etzasera SHERLOCK, 
Feh. 14. Robert Davies & Co., Warrington. 
Mercy, Gloucester. Feb. 19. J. T. Jones, Gloucester 
Saran Pearson, Kingston-upon-Hull. Feb. 9. Thompson, Cook & Babing- 


ton, Hull 
Fenchureh 


Joun Cott, Kildare-cdns., 
buildings. 
Suirn. Evrzaseta, Hevsham. Feh. 4 Fawcett & Uneworth, Morecambe. Lanes, 
Stancor. Roserr, Glaisdale, Yorks, Farmer. Feb. 3. Seaton, Gray, White & @, 
Whitby 
Tuomas, Lewrs Wrtttam, Chester-ter., Regent’e Park. 
Cook, 52. Redford-row. 
Vere-Tartor, Hripa, Southsea 
Warp, Maroarer Aww, Liverpool 
“a 
Winter, Annie Jane, Latterworth 
Witsoxw, Gory Dents. St. John's 
Lancaster-pl.. Strand 
Cyartes Howarp 
Woodeate, Wishech 
Wrrtttams, Rosa, Great Sutton, near Chester. Jan. 29 WNiel4 & Millieon. Liverpaal, 
Wivsrorp, Emma Amy, Upper Tooting. Feb. 12. Shaen, Roscoe, Maseey & Op, 
8, Bedford-row 


Feb. 2%. Bannister & Fache, L 
Feb. 14. R. T. Walter, 


Feb. 10. Baretey 
Feb. 2. Belk & Smith, 


Mowll & Mowll, Dover 


(Coal Merchant. Feb. 12. Sidney J 


Miller, 
H.W. 


Moore 


Feb. 14 


Feb. 12 
Feb. 15. 


Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 
Wordsworth, Russell & Shaw, 


Farmer. Feb. 12. Dransfield & Hodgkip 
Fisher & 


Chester, 


Melbourne, Australia. Feb. 10 Knapp, 


Latchford, 


SMITH 
SMITa 
Suira Feb 


Bayswater 28. Hillearys, 5, 


Feb. 9. Corbin, Greener § 


Feb. 9 
Jon. 31. OL 


G. W. Grice-Hutchineon. 30. Bedlford-rew, 
nedale & Grey, St. Anne's-onthe 


Berwick -upon- Tweed. 
Clayton, Sons & Fargus, #@ 


Jan. %&. James Grav 
Wood Feb. W. 


WIxe Leverington, Cambridge, Farmer. Feb. 6. Fraser @ 





The net profits of the Lonpon County WestmInsTer AND PARrR’s 
Bank (Liurrep) for the past year, after providing for bad and doubt 
ful debts and all expenses, amount to £2,455,007. This sum, added 
to £377.560 brought forward from 1918, leaves available the sum of 
£2.832.567. The dividend of 10 per cent. paid in August last absorbs 
£494,969. A further dividend of 10 per cent. is now declared in 
respect of the £20 shares, and the maximum dividend at the rate of 
12) ner cent. per annum on the new £1 shares will be paid. £1,000.00 
has been set aside for investment depreciation, £100,000 transferred to 
the bank’s War Memorial Fund. in accordance with the resolution at 
the general meeting on Wth January, 1919, £100,000 transferred ta 
premises account. and £165,721 to reserve, bringing the reserve up te” 
£8.750,000, leaving a balance of £414,226 to be carried forward. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that al 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally verv inadequately insured. and in case of loss insurers 
enffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED’, 
%. King-street, Covent-carden. W.C. 2. the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years). have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac, & 
speciality. —{Apvt 7 


Stanter, Sheffield, Commercial Clerk. 
Off. Ree., Figtreedane, Sheffield. 


SaMori 
16 at 12. 


5. Warp, 
Jan. 


/ 
Laicester Pet. Jan 


Raincoat Man- 
Jan 

bhurn Durham 
Jan. 5. Ord 
Norton, 
Jan. 5 

Preston 
Pet 


Merchant y 
pene Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 


| London Gazette of Jan. 2. 
| Grearp, Henry Erskine, Stockwell-rd 
Bankruptcy Didgs., Carey-st. 


Grocer 
Tan. 5 
Solicitor 


Jan. 19 et IL 


mping 


—s ADJUDIOATIONS. 

Benton, Frank Borrietp, Mincing-lane, 
High Court. Pet. Oct. 8 Ord. Jan. 2 

Tan. 6 Ord. Jan. 6 Lewis, Davrp Horst, Fulham, Antique Dealer. High 
Commercial Merk Court. Pet. Oct. 15. Ord. Jan. 7. 

Jan. 5 Wisse Stpwer Crctt, Bury St. Edmunds, Cycle Re 

i Bury St. Edmunds. Pet. Jan. 7. 


Chorley p 
Solicitor. 
Kent. Sterm Wacon 


for that published in the 


g .7 
4. Onuvrcamax, Reotratp Warr, Stansted. Motor Car 
Pet. Oct. 31, 


Dealer. Hertford. Pet. Deo. 19. Ord. Deo. 1%. 
Kyieut, Daisy, Leicester Leicester. Pet. Jaa. & 
Ord. Jan. 5 
Firyy, Jonnw THOMAS, Grocet. 
Newcaetle-upon-lyne. Pet. Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 5. 
Mace, Atsert Exyest, Chipving Norton, Solicitor 
Oxford. Pet. Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 5 - 
Waker, Josern ARrrucr Penny, Preston, Raincoat 
Merchant. Preston. Pet. Jan. 6. Ord Jan. 6 
Rickarp, Atrrep JOHN Dertford, Steam Wagel 
Driver. Rochester. Pet. Jan. 6. Ord. Jan & 
Warp. Sawver Staxtey, Sheffield Commercial 
Sheffield. Pct. Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 5. 
Trew, Rosert. Middx., Farmer. Windsor 
Steam Wacon 20. Ord. Jan. 7 
200, High- Amended Notice swhstitated for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan. 6. 
Derry, ARrarr Rosrats, Potton, Beds, Produce Mere 
chant. Bedford. Pet. Jan. 1, Ord. Jan. 1. 


. 


Hebburn, Durhem, 


Jan. 2 at 
Fen, Limooln, Farmer 

10. Bank-st., Lincoln 

16 at 11. Off. Ree., 1 


Durham. Grocer 
Pearl-bidgs., Newcaetle 


Vet. Now 


Of. Re - 
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—=se 
Larwoop, Sweffham, Norfolk. Feb. 7 


@ 


aT 


SPR 


‘ages 





PaRR’s 
doubt- 
rdded 
sum of 
bsorbs 
red in 
rate of 
000.000 
rred to 
ition at 
red to 
> up w@ 


TED’, 
rs and 
Expert 
for any 
brac, & 


} tor. 


yoo 

n, 6 

Wagon 
“ 


Clert&. 





